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DESOLATION  AND  VENTANA  WILDERNESS  AREAS, 

CALIFORNIA 


WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY  19,  1969 

U.S.  Senate, 

Subcommittee  on  Public  Lands  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Washington,  D.C. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  notice,  at  10:05  a.m.,  in  room 
3110,  New  Senate  Office  Building,  Senator  Lee  Metcalf  presiding. 

|  Present:  Senators  Metcalf,  Allott,  Hatfield,  and  Fannin. 

Senator  M  etcalf.  The  subcommittee  will  be  in  order. 

This  is  the  time  set  for  hearing  on  measures  to  add  to  new  areas 
in  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system  under  provisions  of 
Public  Law  88-577,  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

The  bills  are  S.  713,  designating  the  Desolation  Wilderness,  in  the 
Eldorado  National  Forest  in  California,  and  S.  714,  designating  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in  California. 

These  bills  were  introduced  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
Senator  Jackson,  by  request.  And  they  represent  recommendations 
made  to  the  Congress  last  year  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

At  this  point  in  the  record,  we  will  insert  the  texts  of  both  bills 
and  the  reports  of  the  Department  to  the  President  made  last  year. 

(The  data  referred  to  follows :) 

[S.  713,  91st  Cong.,  first  sess.] 

A  BILL  To  designate  the  Desolation  Wilderness,  Eldorado  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of  California 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3(b)  of  the 
|  Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891),  the  area  classified  as  the 
'  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  additions  thereto  and  dele¬ 
tions  therefrom  as  generally  depicted  on  a  map  entitled  “Desolation  Wilderness — 
Proposed”,  dated  April  26,  1967,  which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby 
designated  as  the  Desolation  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  the  Eldorado 
National  Forest,  comprising  an  area  of  approximately  sixty-three  thousand  five 
hundred  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  description  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  with 
the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description  shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect 
as  if  included  in  this  Act:  Provided,  however,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typo¬ 
graphical  errors  in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Desolation  Wilderness  shall  be  administered  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing 
areas  designated  by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference  in  such 
provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  effective  date  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  is 
hereby  abolished. 
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REPORT  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT 


Desolation  Wilderness,  Eldorado  National  Forest,  Calif. 


Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  25,  1968. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 


Dear  Mr.  President:  I  am  pleased  to  give  you  a  report  recommending  the 
designation  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness,  Eldorado  National  Forest,  in  California 
as  a  unit  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.  The  proposed  wilderness 
includes  most  of  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  and  22,725  acres  of  con¬ 
tiguous  national  forest  land.  The  total  acreage  within  the  proposed  wilderness 
is  63,469  acres. 

Notice  of  intent  to  recommend  designation  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  was 
issued  on  March  24,  1967.  A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Placerville,  Calif.,  on 
April  26,  1967,  and  the  hearing  record  was  held  open  for  receipt  of  additional 
written  testimony  through  May  26,  1967.  This  public  response  is  summarized  in 
the  attached  report. 

California’s  Gov.  Ronald  Reagan,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  El  Dorado  County, 
and  all  interested  Federal  departments  and  agencies  were  notified  of  the  proposal. 
Those  comments  received  as  a  result  of  this  notification  are  included  in  the 
appendix  of  the  attached  report. 

In  its  report  on  the  Wilderness  Act,  the  congressional  conference  committee 
stated  that  it  expected  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  explore  existing  national 
forest  primitive  areas  to  give  Congress  the  benefit  of  professional  technical  advice 
as  to  the  presence  or  absence  of  minerals  in  each  area.  In  accordance  with  these 
wishes,  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  have  examined  the 
proposed  wilderness  to  determine  its  mineral  values.  They  found  no  mineral 
deposits  of  commercial  importance.  However,  they  did  discover  some  gold- 
bearing  sulfides  in  one  small  area  which  would  warrant  further  exploration. 

The  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness  is  just  west  of  Lake  Tahoe  and  90  miles 
east  of  Sacramento,  Calif.  It  is  within  200  miles  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area, 
with  a  population  of  over  8  million  people.  California  presently  has  13  units  in  the 
National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  which  contain  a  total  of  1,256,884 
acres.  In  addition  to  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area,  seven  other  national 
forest  primitive  areas  containing  519,056  acres  are  currently  being  considered  for 
possible  inclusion  in  the  Wilderness  System.  Your  recommendation  for  the 
142,918-acre  San  Rafael  Wilderness  is  presently  being  considered  by  Congress. 
On  March  29,  1967,  I  recommended  that  most  of  Devil  Canvon-Bear  Canyon 
Primitive  Area  be  designated  as  the  San  Gabriel  Wilderness,  and  in  a  separate 
report  I  am  today  recommending  that  most  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  is 
suitable  for  inclusion  in  the  System.  Studies  under  the  Wilderness  Act  on  the  four 
remaining  national  forest  primitive  areas  in  California  have  not  been  completed. 

About  505  acres  of  the  proposed  wilderness  are  utilized  by  portions  of  two 
small  existing  hydroelectric  projects  operated  under  licenses  issued  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  These  are  Project  No.  2101  of  the  Sacramento  Municipal 
Utility  District  and  Project  No.  1S4  of  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co.  The  proposed 
designation  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  would  not  alter  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  over  these  existing  projects. 

The  Desolation  area  is  eminently  suitable  for  designation  as  wilderness,  and  I 
recommend  submission  of  legislation  to  incorporate  it  into  the  national  wilderness 
preservation  system.  Attached  is  a  draft  of  legislation  which  would  implement 
this  proposal. 

Respectfully  yours, 


Orville  L.  Freeman,  Secretary. 


[S.  714,  91st  Cong.,  first  sess.] 

A  BILL  To  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of  California 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3(b)  of  the 
Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891),  the  area  classified  as  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  additions  thereto  and  deletions  there¬ 
from,  as  generally  depicted  on  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilderness — Proposed”, 
dated  August  15,  1967,  which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
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office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated 
as  the  Ventana  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
comprising  an  area  of  approximately  ninety-five  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
with  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description  shall  have  the  same  force  and 
effect  as  if  included  in  this  Act:  Provided,  however,  That  correction  of  clerical  and 
typographical  errors  in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  administered  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing 
areas  designated  by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference  in 
such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  is  hereby 
abolished. 


REPORT  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT 
Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  Calif. 

Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  25,  1968. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  I  am  pleased  to  give  you  the  attached  report  which 
recommends  designation  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
in  California  for  addition  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.  The 
proposed  wilderness  encompasses  94,728  acres  and  includes  most  of  the  Ventana 
Primitive  Area  and  some  contiguous  lands  which  are  predominantly  valuable  for 
their  wilderness  resource. 

Notice  of  our  intent  to  recommend  establishment  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
was  issued  May  6,  1967,  and  a  public  hearing  was  held  in  Salinas,  Calif.,  on  June  7, 
1967.  The  hearing  record  was  held  open  through  July  7,  1967,  for  receipt  of  addi¬ 
tional  written  submissions.  The  public  response  is  summarized  in  the  attached 
report. 

California’s  Gov.  Ronald  Reagan,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Monterey  County, 
and  all  interested  Federal  departments  and  agencies  were  notified  of  the  proposal. 
The  comments  they  submitted  are  included  in  the  appendix  of  the  attached  report. 

In  its  report  on  the  Wilderness  Act,  the  congressional  conference  committee 
stated  that  it  expected  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  explore  existing 
national  forest  primitive  areas  to  give  Congress  the  benefit  of  professional  tech¬ 
nical  advice  as  to  the  presence  or  absence  of  minerals  in  each  area.  In  accordance 
with  these  wishes,  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines 
have  examined  the  proposed  wilderness  to  determine  its  mineral  values.  They 
determined  there  has  been  no  production  of  minerals  from  the  primitive  area, 
and  they  found  no  evidence  of  commercial  mineral  deposits  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  proposed  wilderness.  A  copy  of  their  report  is  attached. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  lies  near  the  central  California  coast  25 
miles  south  of  Salinas.  It  is  reasonably  accessible  to  the  major  population  centers 
in  California.  California  presently  has  13  units  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preser¬ 
vation  System  which  contain  a  total  of  1,256,884  acres.  In  addition  to  the  Ventana 
Primitive  Area,  seven  other  national  forest  primitive  areas  containing  507,630 
acres  are  currently  being  considered  for  possible  inclusion  in  the  Wilderness 
System.  Your  recommendation  for  the  142,918-acre  San  Rafael  Wilderness  is 
presently  being  considered  by  Congress.  On  March  29,  1967,  I  recommended 
that  most  of  the  Devil  Canyon-Bear  Canyon  Primitive  Area  be  designated  as 
the  San  Gabriel  Wilderness,  and  in  a  separate  report  I  am  today  recommending 
that  most  of  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  is  suitable  for  inclusion  in 
the  System.  Studies  under  the  Wilderness  Act  on  the  four  remaining  national 
forest  primitive  areas  in  California  have  not  been  completed. 

The  Ventana  area  is  eminently  suitable  for  designation  as  wilderness,  and  I 
recommend  submission  of  legislation  to  incorporate  it  into  the  National  Wilder¬ 
ness  Preservation  System.  A  draft  of  legislation  which  would  implement  this 
proposal  is  attached. 

Respectfully  yours, 


Orville  L.  Freeman,  Secretary. 
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Senator  Metcalf.  The  Desolation  Wilderness  bill,  designated  S. 
713,  embraces  a  total  of  63,469  acres.  This  is  made  up  of  40,744  acres 
in  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  and  22,725  contiguous  acres, 
all  within  the  El  Dorado  National  Forest.  A  more  detailed  description 
is  included  in  the  agenda. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness,  designated  S.  714,  involves  a  total  of 
94,728  acres,  including  54,474  acres  in  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area 
and  48,321  contiguous  acres  all  within  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest. 

Because  both  of  these  areas  are  in  California  and  because  some  wit¬ 
nesses  would  like  to  testify  on  the  two  bills  in  one  appearance,  we  will 
take  them  both  up  at  this  time. 

Senator  Cranston,  junior  Senator  from  California,  who  was  unable 
to  attend,  has  presented  a  statement  in  favor  of  both  bills. 

Without  objection,  I  ask  they  be  inserted  in  the  record  at  this  point 
as  if  read. 

STATEMENT  0E  HON.  ALAN  CRANSTON,  A  TJ.S.  SENATOR  FROM  THE 

STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Senator  Cranston.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  deeply  appreciate  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  testify  in  support  of  two  new’  wilderness  areas  in  California.  I 
have  the  honor  of  cosponsoring  with  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Interior  Committee,  Senator  Jackson,  S.  713,  which  would  designate 
Desolation  Wilderness  in  Eldorado  National  Forest  and  S.  714,  which 
wrould  designate  Ventana  Wilderness  in  Los  Padres  National  Forest. 
Both  proposals  w’ere  submitted  by  the  President  to  the  90th  Congress 
but  failed  to  receive  final  action.  The  decision  by  the  Chair  to  give 
these  proposals  early  hearing  is  commendable,  and  I  assure  the 
committee  that  I  wish  to  cooperate  in  every  possible  way  to  achieve 
early  action. 

The  lands  in  question  are  now  wilderness.  Their  inclusion  by  con¬ 
gressional  sanction  in  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system 
will  make  certain  that  they  remain  as  they  are  now' — virgin  lands 
untouched  by  the  machines  of  Western  civilization.  With  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act  of  1964  we  Americans  made  it  our  policy  that  future  genera¬ 
tions  will  be  able  to  hike  and  ride  horseback,  camp  and  fish  on  land 
as  it  was  before  we  came,  before  the  imprint  of  man’s  works  destroyed 
so  much  of  the  wilderness. 

Particularly  in  California,  increasing  population  and  travel  are 
putting  great  pressures  on  our  countryside.  Housing  developments 
uproot  the  citrus  groves;  orchards  grow  where  but  a  few  years  past 
cattle  and  sheep  grazed  on  unleveled  pastures;  subdivisions,  no 
longer  tied  to  the  cities,  leap  far  into  our  foothills  and  mountains. 
The  very  rapidity  of  this  changing  land  use  is  a  constant  threat  to 
sound,  long-range  planning. 

As  a  Californian,  I  want  to  see  every  acre  of  our  State  put  to  the 
best  possible  use  for  this  and  future  generations.  An  integral  part  of 
that  overall  planning  is  the  W'ilderness  designation  for  best  suited 
lands.  Such  a  designation  both  protects  the  primitive  area  and  is  a 
necessary  factor  in  planning  how  best  to  develop  adjacent  lands  in 
the  region.  Therefore,  1  urge  that  there  be  no  unnecessary  delays  in 
the  careful  consideration  of  these  wilderness  proposals. 

There  may  be  some  disagreement  among  those  who  will  testify 
before  the  committee  about  the  exact  boundaries  of  one  or  both  of 
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the  proposals.  I  am  confident  that  the  committee  will  determine  the 
best  specific  boundaries  wisely,  after  all  of  the  evidence  has  been 
weighed.  These  minor  questions  should  not  overshadow  the  more 
important  consensus  that  both  Ventana  and  Desolation  should  be 
approved  as  wildernesses.  This  committee  wrote  our  excellent  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act.  Let  us  implement  that  law  by  protecting  these  remnants  of 
California  as  it  was  when  the  Indians  greeted  Junipero  Serra. 

THE  DESOLATION  WILDERNESS 

The  proposed  63,469  acres  of  Eldorado  National  Forest  to  be 
■called  Desolation  Wilderness  begin  just  west  of  the  Emerald  Bay 
area  of  Lake  Tahoe  and  rise  to  span  the  crest  of  the  Sierra  Nevada. 
Its  approximately  100  square  miles  are  accessible  by  foot  trails  from 
U.S.  Highway  50  and  California  State  Highway  89. 

It  is  a  rugged,  rocky  land  carved  out  by  alpine  glaciation,  popular 
with  backpacking  campers  in  the  summer  and  cross-country  skiers 
and  snowshoers  in  the  winter.  Wildlife  abounds  and  the  fishing  is 
|  good.  The  average  altitude  is  slightly  above  8,000  feet.  It  is  a  3-  to  4- 
hour  drive  for  the  millions  living  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area. 

I  know  of  no  opposition  to  the  proposed  wilderness  designation. 

THE  VENTANA  WILDERNESS 

The  Ventana  proposal  contains  94,728  acres  and  lies  in  the  Santa 
Lucia  Range  on  the  central  California  coast  in  the  Big  Sur  region. 

The  President’s  1968  Report  called  it  an  anachronism  because  in 
mid-20th  century  it  remains  a  relatively  unexplored  primitive  area 
despite  its  proximity  to  two  major  north-south  California  highways 
and  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area,  which  is  but  100  miles  north. 

Its  elevation  varies  from  near  sea  level  to  a  peak  of  4,965  feet.  Its 
hills  are  covered  by  a  variety  of  trees  and  brush  including  the  southerly 
limit  of  the  California  coast  redwoods.  A  rare  conifer,  the  Santa  Lucia 
fir,  also  known  as  the  bristlecone  fir,  grows  oidy  in  this  area.  Unlike 
many  California  wilderness  areas  which  are  closed  by  winter  snows  to 
all  but  a  few  hardy  skiers,  Ventana  is  most  popular  during  the  winter 
and  spring. 

I  have  been  informed  that  some  conservation  groups  will  propose 
|  to  the  committee  the  inclusion  of  an  additional  approximately  3,000 
"  acres  in  the  Willow  Creek  area.  The  Forest  Service  proposal  of  1967 
sets  forth  the  reasons  for  the  exclusion  of  the  Willow  Creek  drainage. 
As  the  committee  will  hear  detailed  arguments  on  both  sides  of  the 
question,  it  would  be  presumptuous  for  me  to  make  any  recommenda¬ 
tion.  I  will  support  the  Ventana  Wilderness  legislation  in  either  form. 

Again,  I  wish  to  thank  the  committee  for  allowing  me  to  make  my 
endorsement  of  Desolation  and  Ventana  Wildernesses. 

(Subsequent  to  the  hearing  the  following  additional  statement  was 
supplied :) 

Supplemental  Statement  by  Hon.  Alan  Cranston,  a  U.S.  Senator  From 

the  State  of  California 

Following  the  hearings  herein  recorded,  I  have  reviewed  the  testimony  of  the 
representatives  of  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  and  of  the  conservationists  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  Committee  on  February  19,  1969.  I  am  delighted  that  there 
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was  so  much  agreement  among  the  witnesses  in  support  of  both  wilderness 
proposals. 

While  earlier  I  made  no  suggestion  to  the  Committee  on  the  question  of  in¬ 
cluding  the  Willow  Creek  area  in  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  I  now  would  like  to 
encourage  the  Committee  to  accept  the  proposal  that  the  Willow  Creek  drainage 
be  included.  The  good  arguments  presented  for  adding  Willow  Creek  plus  the 
agreement  bj7  the  Forest  Service  representative  that  the  Service  could  administer 
the  area  either  way  persuade  me  that  Willow  Creek  will  add  substantially  to  the 
Ventana  Wilderness. 


Senator  Metcalf.  Senator  Murphy  of  California  is  unable  to  be 
here  today.  His  letter  will  be  included  in  the  hearing  record  at  this 
point. 

(The  letter  referred  to  follows:) 

U.S.  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
Washington,  D.C.,  February  19,  1969. 

Hon.  Frank  Church, 

Chairman,  Public  Lands  Subcommittee, 

Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  Since  I  cannot  appear  in  person  to  testify  in  behalf  of 
S.  713  to  designate  the  Desolation  Wilderness  and  S.  714  to  designate  the  Ventana 
Wilderness,  I  am  submitting  this  letter  in  support  of  these  bills  with  my  request 
that  it  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  of  your  hearings  on  the  measures. 

The  establishment  of  both  of  these  areas  is  highly  desirable. 

Although  within  90  miles  of  Sacramento  in  the  area  immediately  west  of  Lake 
Tahoe,  the  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness  area  retains  its  original  rugged  char¬ 
acter,  and  it  is  the  summer  home  of  deer,  bear,  and  various  other  wild  creatures. 

Fishing  is  popular  in  the  many  lakes,  and  many  Californians  and  others  return 
to  the  area  year  after  year  to  hike  over  the  rugged  mountains,  ridges,  and  alpine 
meadows. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  is  approximately  120  miles  south  of  San 
Francisco,  and  36  miles  south  of  Monterey. 

In  this  area  are  peaks  which  range  up  to  4,800  feet  as  well  as  a  vast  array  of 
wild  animals  and  trees,  including  a  grove  of  coast  redwood.  In  fact,  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  will  be  the  only  wilderness  area  to  include  specimens  of  the  Sequoia 
sempervirens  or  the  bristlecone  fir. 

The  area  will  provide  opportunities  for  hiking,  horseback  riding,  fishing,  camp¬ 
ing  and  hunting  for  some  of  the  8-million  people  who  live  within  a  radius  of  100 
miles. 

The  prompt  and  favorable  action  of  your  subcommittee  on  these  bills  would  be 
greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 


George  Murphy. 


Senator  Metcalf.  Congressman  Burt  L.  Talcott  of  California  has 
sent  in  a  statement  in  support  of  S.  714,  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
proposal.  Without  objection  it  will  be  included  in  the  hearing  record 
at  this  point. 

(The  statement  referred  to  follows:) 


Statement  of  the  Honorable  Burt  L.  Talcott,  A  U.S.  Representative 
in  Congress  From  the  State  of  California 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  subcommittee,  it  is  a  pleasure  and  privilege 
for  me  to  appear  before  this  distinguished  Subcommittee  in  support  of  S.  714,  a 
bill  to  create  the  Ventana  Wilderness  within  the  confines  of  the  Los  Padres  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  in  the  State  of  California. 

The  nucleus  of  the  proposed  Wilderness  will  be  the  present  Ventana  Primitive 
Area,  comprising  54,407  acres,  which  was  previously  set  aside  in  the  Los  Padres 
National  Forest  in  its  natural  condition.  An  additional  40,321  acres  in  the  National 
Forest  would  be  added  to  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  to  make  a  total  wilderness 
of  94,728  acres. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness  lies  on  both  sides  of  the  Santa  Lucia  Range  of  moun¬ 
tains  and  the  east  side  of  the  crest  of  the  Coast  Range  in  Monterey  County,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  It  contains  the  headwaters  of  the  Carmel,  Arroyo  Seco,  the  Little  Sur, 
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and  the  north  and  south  forks  of  the  Big  Sur  Rivers — all  names  synonymous  with 
scenic  beauty  and  recreation  in  the  central  coast  area  of  California.  Elevations 
vary  from  1,200  feet  to  4,800  feet. 

The  Wilderness  area  is  blessed  with  a  wide  variety  of  flora.  A  rain  forest  is 
located  on  its  western  boundaries.  Typical  southern  California  brush-type  vege¬ 
tation  exists  in  the  easterly  portion.  Several  types  of  conifers  and  hardwoods 
grow  in  the  area,  among  them  the  California  coast  redwood  and  the  Santa  Lucia 
fir,  a  bristlecone  fir.  The  abundant  wildlife  of  the  area  is  also  rich  in  variety,  thus 
creating  a  well-balanced  ecology  worthy  of  preservation. 

The  proposed  Wilderness  is  ideally  situated  between  two  major  population 
centers.  It  is  within  100  miles  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  region  and  its  8,000,000 
people,  and  is  also  readily  accessible  to  the  people  of  the  populous  Los  Angeles 
area.  In  addition,  the  Wilderness  is  located  near  one  of  the  country’s  most  beauti¬ 
ful  and  popular  scenic  regions — the  Monterey  Peninsula — and  will  thus  be 
beneficial  and  enjoyable  to  innumerable  citizens  from  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  after  years  of  study  and 
promotion  we  have  achieved  mutual  agreement  among  the  water  conservationists 
and  the  natural  beauty  conservationists — not  always  an  easily  soluble  task.  I 
therefore  urge  favorable  action  on  S.  714.  This  area  will  be  a  very  valuable  addition 
to  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system.  Your  approval  of  this  bill  would 
provide  a  primitive  recreation  area  for  today,  while  at  the  same  time  preserve  this 
unique  product  of  nature  for  future  generations. 

Thank  you. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Our  first  witness  today  is  an  old  friend  of  the 
committee,  and  an  expert  on  wilderness  and  wilderness  preservation, 
Ed  Cliff,  Chief  of  the  U.S.  Forestry  Service. 

Mr.  Cliff,  will  you  come  forward  and  identify  yourself? 

STATEMENT  OF  EDWARD  P.  CLIFF,  CHIEF,  U.S.  FOREST  SERVICE, 
ACCOMPANIED  BY  WILLIAM  A.  W0RF,  STAFF  ASSISTANT 

Mr.  Cliff.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the  committee. 

I  am  pleased  to  speak  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  this 
morning  in  support  of  S.  713  and  S.  714.  These  bills  would  designate 
the  Desolation  Wilderness,  Eldorado  National  Forest,  and  the  Ven tana 
Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  both  in  California,  as  units 
of  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has  long  considered  the  maintenance 
of  examples  of  our  Nation’s  wilderness  heritage  as  a  vital  part  of  the 
multiple  use  program  for  the  national  forests.  The  Multiple  Use- 
Sustained  Yield  Act  of  June  12,  1960,  and  the  Wilderness  Act  of 
September  3,  1964,  reinforced  this  philosophy. 

The  Wilderness  Act  directs  us  to  study  each  national  forest  primitive 
area  “*  *  *  as  to  its  suitability  or  nonsuitability  for  preservation  as 
wilderness  *  *  Our  studies  include  adjacent  areas  that  may  have 
wilderness  potential.  Our  recommendations  are  based  on  analysis  of 
public  needs  and  potential  benefits.  We  have  relied  heavily  on  public 
hearings  to  provide  us  with  views  to  guide  tills  analysis. 

The  national  forests  in  California  contain  15  units  of  the  wilderness 
system  with  1,436,227  acres.  These  are  shown  in  red  on  the  map 
before  you.  There  are  also  four  other  primitive  areas  which  are  cur¬ 
rently  being  studied  to  determine  then’  suitability  or  nonsuitability 
for  designation  as  wilderness.  These,  together  with  the  Desolation 
and  Ventana  Primitive  Areas,  encompass  450,714  acres  and  are  shown 
in  green  on  the  map.  The  green  cross-hatched  areas  on  the  map  are 
areas  which  are  also  being  studied,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act,  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  The  two  proposals 
before  you  were  developed  in  full  recognition  of  these  other  existing 
and  potential  wilderness  areas  in  California. 
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Basically  the  questions  on  the  Desolation  and  Ventana  proposals 
are  simply  these :  Are  these  areas  suitable  for  wilderness  and,  if  so,  is 
wilderness  designation  the  best  allocation  for  these  lands? 

In  making  our  recommendations  we  have  considered  the  potential 
impacts  of  wilderness  designation  on  all  resource  uses  and  activities. 
I  will  discuss  these  impacts  later  in  relation  to  the  specific  proposals. 
They  are  described  in  detail  in  the  reports  you  have  before  you. 
However,  I  want  to  emphasize  now  the  relationship  of  these  two 
proposals  to  outdoor  recreation  opportunities  in  California. 

Recreation  is  becoming  an  increasingly  important  use  of  all  national 
forests.  This  is  especially  so  in  California  where  nearly  10  percent  of 
the  U.S.  population  lives. 

In  1968  an  estimated  46,184,300  visitor  days  use  occurred  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  national  forests.  The  21  wilderness  and  primitive  areas  received 
about  4}f>  percent  of  this  use.  Our  objective  in  recreation  management 
on  the  national  forest  system  is  to  provide  opportunities  for  the  full 
range  of  recreation  experiences  from  those  found  in  wilderness  to  those 
found  at  intensively  developed  places,  including  opportunities  for  all 
of  the  various  kinds  of  experiences  in  between  these  two  extremes. 

We  recognize  that  recreation  is  only  one  of  the  purposes  for  which 
the  wilderness  system  is  established.  But  recreation  is  usually  a  major 
use  of  the  system.  So  our  review  of  primitive  areas  will  give  con¬ 
siderable  weight  to  the  needs  for  establishing  and  maintaining  a 
balance  in  the  opportunities  for  the  various  kinds  of  recreation 
experiences.  These  needs  were  carefully  considered  in  our  review  of  the 
Desolation  and  Ventana  Primitive  Areas. 

The  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness  encompasses  63,469  acres  of 
Federal  land  within  Eldorado  County,  including  40,744  acres  from  the 
Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area.  The  area  lies  on  both  sides  of  the 
crest  of  the  Sierra  Nevada  Mountains  immediately  west  of  Lake 
Tahoe  and  approximately  90  miles  east  of  Sacramento,  Calif. 

The  area  consists  of  glaciated  ridges  and  valleys  with  elevations 
ranging  from  6,500  to  10,000  feet.  Desolation  Valley  and  Rockbound 
Valley  are  central  features  and  are  typical  segments  of  this  portion 
of  the  Sierra  Nevada  Mountains.  These  valleys  are  characterized 
by  very  large  granite  outcroppings  that  have  been  heavily  glaciated. 
There  are  15  peaks  over  9,000  feet  in  elevation.  There  are  69  named 
lakes,  and  many  others  yet  unnamed,  which  vary  in  size  from  1  or  2 
acres  to  several  hundred  acres. 

The  proposed  eastern  boundary  of  the  wilderness  is  located  2  to  3 
miles  from  the  shores  of  Lake  Tahoe.  The  Lake  Tahoe  area  is  being 
intensively  developed  and  is  attracting  an  increasing  number  of  people 
each  year.  The  result  is  a  marked  increase  in  the  number  of  people  who 
want  to  backpack,  hike,  or  camp  in  nearby  unroaded  mountain  areas. 
The  capacity  of  this  area  to  accommodate  such  activities  would  be 
greater  if  it  were  managed  primarily  for  back-country  recreation  with 
some  structures  and  facilities  rather  than  for  wilderness.  It  is  our 
conclusion,  however - 

Senator  Metcalf.  That  is  the  area  between  the  old  area - 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  am  speaking  of  the  Desolation  Area. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  see. 

Mr.  Cliff.  It  is  our  conclusion,  however,  that  the  foreseeable 
demands  for  such  use  can  be  accommodated  on  other  undeveloped 
national  forest  lands  outside  the  proposed  wilderness. 
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Cattle  have  been  grazing  within  the  proposed  wilderness  under  four 
permits  since  1909.  This  use  will  not  be  foreclosed  because  of  wil¬ 
derness  designation. 

The  mineral  potential  within  the  proposed  wilderness  is  very  low 
and  there  are  no  oil  or  gas  leases  within  the  area.  However,  there  is 
a  small  area  which  contains  significant  amounts  of  gold.  Insofar  as 
known  the  deposit  is  too  low  in  grade,  the  gold  too  erratically  dis¬ 
tributed,  and  the  area  of  occurrence  too  difficult  of  access  for  this 
deposit  to  be  commercially  exploitable. 

I  might  add,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  before  you  or  available  to 
you  a  detailed  geological  report  on  this  area,  made  by  the  U.S.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  in  which  they  make  this 
conclusion.  It  is  a  very  good  detailed  analysis  of  the  mineralogy  and 
geology  of  the  area. 

Approximately  24  percent  of  the  proposed  wilderness  is  forested 
and  about  one-third  of  this  forested  area  produces  timber  that  is  of 
commercial  diameter  and  quality.  The  estimated  volume  on  these 
I  timbered  lands  is  about  160  million  board  feet.  This  timber  is  mostly 
located  in  scattered  patches,  and  is  not  economical  for  harvesting 
under  present  market  conditions  with  available  equipment.  This 
volume  has  never  been  included  in  calculations  of  the  allowable 
harvest  of  the  Eldorado  National  Forest.  There  would  be  no  imme¬ 
diate  economic  impact  from  wilderness  designation. 

Water  will  continue  to  be  a  very  important  resource.  Wilderness 
designation  will  have  little  or  no  effect  on  the  present  water-production 
capacity  of  this  area.  However,  treatment  to  increase  water  yield 
would  be  precluded. 

Past  water-management  activities  have  altered  the  wilderness 
character  of  the  area  somewhat.  These  activities  have  resulted  in  two 
structures  which  you  should  be  fully  aware  of  as  you  consider  this 
wilderness  proposal.  One,  Aloha  Lake  Dam,  was  constructed  of  native 
rock  and  mortar  in  1865 — over  100  years  ago — and  is  today  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable.  The  other  is  the  Rubicon  Reservoir  Dam,  a 
more  formal  concrete  structure  which  diverts  water  from  the  Rubicon 
River  to  Rockbound  Lake.  After  careful  analysis  in  1958  the  Forest 
Service  agreed  to  the  construction  of  this  facility  within  the  primitive 
area.  It  is  an  indispensable  part  of  the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility 
fDistricts’s  American  River  project.  The  actual  structures  were  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  in  such  a  manner  as  to  minimize  the  impact 
on  the  wilderness  resource. 

The  decision  to  recommend  inclusion  of  the  Rubicon  Reservoir  in 
the  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness  is  based  only  on  the  unique 
circumstances  in  this  particular  case.  It  does  not  imply  that  the 
structure  in  and  by  itself  conforms  to  the  criteria  for  wilderness  designa¬ 
tion  as  expressed  in  the  Wilderness  Act.  When  the  decision  was  made 
in  1958  to  agree  to  the  construction  of  this  facility  it  was  determined 
that  the  need  for  it  was  so  great  that  it  should  be  allowed  even  though 
it  was  in  the  primitive  area.  The  same  recommendation  would  have 
been  made  for  action  by  the  President  under  subsection  (b)(4)(l) 
of  section  4  of  the  Wilderness  Act,  if  the  provisions  of  that  act  had 
been  in  effect  at  that  time.  For  this  reason  we  have  included  it  in  the 
wilderness  proposal.  The  alternative  now  would  be  to  carve  it  out  of 
what  is  currently  designated  as  a  primitive  area  and  managed  for 
wilderness  purposes. 
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You  will  find  more  detailed  information  on  all  resources  and  on  other 
aspects  of  the  proposed  wilderness  in  the  'wilderness  report.  That  is 
the  volume  which  has  been  furnished  to  the  committee. 

Senator  Metcalf.  That  is  part  of  the  file? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  this  is  part  of  the  supporting  document  and  con¬ 
tains  a  great  deal  more  detail  of  the  area. 

A  public  hearing  on  a  proposal  to  establish  the  Desolation  Wilderness 
was  held  in  Placerville,  Calif.,  on  April  26,  1967.  Sentiment  was  over¬ 
whelming  in  favor  of  adding  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area 
and  contiguous  lands  to  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system. 
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Some  of  those  who  testified  urged  the  inclusion  of  more  additions  to  the 
area.  An  analysis  of  the  public  reaction  is  found  on  page  9  of  the  report. 

I  would  like  to  discuss  the  reasons  we  have  chosen  the  suggested 
boundary  of  our  proposal.  Each  area  is  shown  on  the  map  on  page  vi 
of  the  report  and  on  the  large  display  map  before  you. 

Additions 

We  have  recommended  that  six  separate  areas  not  presently  in  the 
primitive  area  be  added  for  designation  as  wilderness.  They  are  shown 
in  the  map  with  black  vertical  lines  as  areas  A  through  F.  Our  reasons 
for  suggesting  these  inclusions  are  as  follows: 

Area  A  ( 687  acres )  General  Creek  and.  Meeks  Creek. — The  vegetative 
cover  and  topography  are  similar  to  that  of  the  primitive  area  and  in¬ 
clusion  permits  placing  the  boundary  in  recognizable  topographic  fea¬ 
tures. 

Areas  B  (1,14-8  acres),  C  ( 784  acres),  and  D  ( 654  acres)  are  lands  of 
similar  vegetation  and  topography  which  lie  on  the  east  slope  facing 
Lake  Tahoe.  These  areas  will  add  additional  depth  to  the  wilderness 
along  this  side. 

Area  C  ( 5,748  acres),  The  Lake  of  the  Woods-Balston  Peak  Area, 
contains  picturesque  rocky  peaks  and  lakes  over  8,000  feet  in  elevation 
which  are  comparable  to  the  quality  and  character  of  the  lands  within 
the  primitive  area. 

Area  A  ( 13,70 4  acres)  is  a  strip  of  land  approximately  2  miles 
wide  along  the  full  length  of  the  westerly  boimdary  of  the  primitive 
area.  It  contains  numerous  streams  originating  in  alpine  lakes  along 
the  crest  of  the  Crystal  Range.  This  extension  was  made  to  include 
both  slopes  of  the  range.  We  believe  the  lands  are  an  integral  part  of 
the  basic  wilderness  unit. 

Exclusions 

Areas  1  through  4  were  recommended  for  exclusion  from  the  primitive 
area.  They  are  shown  on  the  map  before  you  with  horizontal  red  lines. 

Area  1  (28  acres)  and  Area  2  (73  acres)  are  small  comers  beyond  a 
well-defined  topographic  boundary. 

Area  3  (527  acres)  is  a  strip  of  land  containing  a  public  road  to  the 
Buck  Island  Lake  Reservoir.  These  lands  do  not  qualify  for  wilderness. 

Area  4  (11  acres)  is  a  portion  of  Duck  Lake  within  the  primitive 
area.  It  is  excluded  because  of  an  access  road  to  the  north  edge  of 
the  lake. 

Our  proposal  for  the  Desolation  Wilderness  represents  a  net  increase 
of  22,086  acres  in  the  area  dedicated  to  wilderness  purposes. 

Inclusions  recommended  hy  others 

The  areas  shown  in  blue  on  our  map  were  recommended  by  some 
who  testified  at  the  hearing,  as  expansions  of  the  Forest  Service 
proposal,  but  were  not  recommended  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

The  Duck  Lake  Area  (562  acres)  was  recently  acquired  by  the  Forest 
Service  through  an  exchange  of  lands.  The  timber  had  been  harvested 
just  prior  to  acquisition  and  it  is  bisected  by  a  road.  It  does  not,  there¬ 
fore,  qualify  for  inclusion  in  the  national  wilderness  preservation 
system  under  the  criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Act. 

The  Shadow  Lake  Area  (200  acres)  was  recommended  for  inclusion 
by  some  to  prevent  the  use  of  motorized  trail  vehicles  in  that  area. 
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We  did  not  recommend  that  it  be  included  because  of  the  rut  roads 
which  have  been  established  by  the  repeated  use  of  four-wheel-drive 
motor  vehicles. 

That  concludes  my  statement  on  the  Desolation  Wilderness  and  if 
it  meets  with  your  approval,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  present  the  state¬ 
ment  on  the  Ventana  Wilderness. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Why  don't  we  go  into  this  Desolation  Wilderness 
area  first,  and  I  will  ask  my  colleagues  for  any  comments  or  questions 
they  may  want  to  make,  and  then  we  will  go  into  the  other  one. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Senator  Allott.  Mr.  Cliff,  first  of  all,  it  may  have  been  in  your 
statement— I  was  trying  to  watch  various  things  here — what  are  the 
official  comments  of  the  State  of  California  on  this? 

Mr.  Cliff.  We  have  correspondence  with  the  State  of  California, 
and  as  I  remember,  their  comment  is  included  in  the  report  and  is. 
favorable. 

Senator  Allott.  They  are  favorable? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes. 

Senator  Allott.  All  right,  how  many  acres  have  now  been  set 
aside  in  California  for  wilderness? 

Mr.  Cliff.  We  have  1  million— — — 

Senator  Allott.  I  see.  It  was  on  the  first  page  of  your  statement. 

Mr.  Cliff.  It  is  1,436,222  acres. 

Senator  Allott.  And  this  adds  22,000. 

Mr.  Cliff.  This  would  add  63,000  acres. 

This  1,436,222,  Senator  Allott,  represents  the  areas  that  have  al¬ 
ready  been  designated  as  wilderness  and  included  in  the  wilderness 
system. 

In  addition,  we  have  450,714  in  primitive  areas,  including  this  one 
and  the  Ventana.  This  would  transfer  63, '000  acres  to  wilderness.  It 
would  officially  classify  63,000  more  as  wilderness. 

Senator  Allott.  All  right.  Now,  with  respect  to  what  we  might 
call  the  economic  possibilities,  in  your  statement  you  say  that  there 
is  some  gold  in  this  area  but  that  it  is  not  exploitable.  “Insofar  as 
known  the  deposit  is  too  low  in  grade,  the  gold  too  erratically  dis¬ 
tributed,  and  the  area  of  occurrence  too  difficult  of  access  for  this 
deposit  to  be  commercially  exploitable.” 

What  about  the  future  exploitation? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Well,  this - 

Senator  Allott.  For  example,  at  $70  an  ounce. 

Mr.  Cliff.  This  statement  was  based  on  the  Geological  Survey 
report,  and  they  analyzed  this  deposit  in  detail.  They  say  it  is  frac¬ 
tured,  it  is  in  very  small  areas.  They  do  indicate  that  it  might  be 
worthy  of  further  exploration,  but  they  express  doubts  that  it  would 
be  economically  exploitable,  based  on  the  present  information.  And 
a  copy  of  their  complete  report  has  been  made  available  to  you. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Is  it  a  part  of  this  proposal  of  the  Desolation 
Wilderness? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir,  it  is  located — — 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  mean  is  the  geological  report  incorporated  in 
your  proposals? 

Mr.  Cliff.  You  also  have  a  report - 

Senator  Metcalf.  You  have  quoted  from  that  report,  but  do  we 
have  the  complete  report  in  the  file? 
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Mr.  Cliff.  I  am  quite  sure  that  has  been  furnished  to  you.  It  is 
>art  of  the  House  document,  Senator,  which  I  think  your  committee 
las.  It  is  a  report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  entitled  “Geo- 
ogical  Survey  Bulletin  1261A,  Mineral  Resources  of  the  Desolation 
Primitive  Area  of  the  Sierra  Nevada,  Calif.” 

Senator  Allott.  I  didn’t  have  this  larger  document  available  to 
me  when  you  referred  to  it.  I  have  just  now  procured  it. 

I  am  referring  to  a  document  called  “A  Proposal,  Desolation  Wilder¬ 
ness,  Eldorado  National  Forest.” 

I  read  from  page  8,  which  is  a  quote  from  the  Geological  Survey 
report : 

A  small  area  half  a  mile  south  from  Gilmore  Lake  in  northeast  quarter  of 
section  17,  township  12  north,  range  17  east  contains  significant  amounts  of  gold 
that  must  be  regarded  as  having  economic  potential  for  gold. 

Now,  that  doesn’t  seem  to  be  on  all  fours  with  your  statement. 

Mr.  Cliff.  If  you  go  on  and  read  further  in  that  statement,  it  says: 

Insofar  as  known  from  surface  outcrops,  the  deposit  is  too  low  in  grade  and  the 
gold  is  too  erratically  distributed  and  the  area  of  occurrence  too  difficult  of  access 
for  this  deposit  to  be  commercially  exploitable;  however,  the  deposit  is  promising 
enough  in  mineral  character  and  dimensions  to  warrant  further  exploration. 

Of  course,  under  the  wilderness  bill,  further  exploration  would  be 
permitted  for  a  period  of  18  years  from  the  passage  of  this  legislation. 

Senator  Allott.  Well,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  use  of  double- 
talk  by  the  Geological  Survey,  which  doesn’t  tell  us  anything.  There 
is  always  the  possibility  there  might  some  day  be  an  increase  in  the 
price  of  gold.  In  some  markets  the  price  of  gold  has  gone  up  a  bit;  but 
there  is  very  little  gold  in  this  country  today,  or  very  few  areas  where 
gold  can  be  mined  at  $35  an  ounce,  but  this  certainly  gives  us  no  clue 
as  to  the  potential  for  the  future  of  this  area. 

Wouldn’t  you  agree  to  that? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Senator,  I  think  you  would  have  to  read  the  complete 
report  of  the  Geological  Survey,  which  goes  into  the  complete  geology 
of  this  area.  It  describes  the  basic  underlying  rocks  and  the  only 
place  where  there  is  any  possibility  of  gold-bearing  strata  is  in  this 
one  small  area.  And  it  is  in  several  widely  separated  sections.  The 
complete  report,  I  am  sure,  would  give  you  better  insight  to  the 
possibility^.  We  think  it  was  a  thorough  report.  There  have  been  other 
^geological  studies  made  in  the  area  over  the  years.  This  area  has  been 
open  to  mining  location  for  many  years.  It  is  not  actually  mother 
lode  country.  There  have  never  been  any  patented  claims,  or  any 
claims  that  justified  patenting.  I  think  the  potential  is  minimal  and, 
of  course,  under  the  Wilderness  Act  this  area  would  remain  open  for 
mineral  exploration  for  an  additional  15  years. 

Senator  Allott.  I  do  want  to  stress  the  point  I  am  a  little  bit 
confused,  though,  by  the  paragraph  that  is  quoted  in  your  document. 

Senator  Metcalf.  For  the  record,  the  complete  report  is  contained 
in  House  Document  No.  292,  part  5,  of  the  90th  Congress.  We  do  have 
it  here. 

Senator  Allott.  1  would  like  to  approach  another  matter,  which 
we  got  into  last  year,  Mr.  Cliff,  with  the  Great  Swamp  Wilderness 
Area  in  New  Jersey.  And  this  is  a  matter  that  has  been  of  great  concern 
to  me,  because  while  1  realize  the  value  of  this  area  for  recreation 
purposes — I  am  speaking  of  the  New  Jersey  area — particularly 
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because  of  its  proximity  to  great  centers  of  population — I  am  con¬ 
cerned  about  the  dilution  of  the  criteria  of  the  Wilderness  Act.  I 
spoke  at  some  length  about  this  last  year  and  it  is  still  a  matter  of 
primary  concern.  We  spent  many  years  hammering  out  the  criteria 
for  the  Wilderness  Act,  as  you  well  know,  you  know  it  as  well  as 
anybody;  and  then  the  first  thing  we  did  under  that  was  to  dilute  the 
criteria  when  we  dealt  with  the  New  Jersey  area. 

Now,  in  this  one,  roughly  in  the  northwestern  part  of  this,  you  have 
the  dam  on  the  Rubicon  River.  How  can  you  include  it  within  the  wil¬ 
derness  area?  There  have  to  be  access  roads  to  the  dam;  certainly  it 
has  to  be  cared  for;  it  has  to  be  maintained;  you  can’t  exactly  say 
that  big,  huge  concrete  structure  blends  into  the  landscape,  un¬ 
scathed  and  untrammeled  by  mankind. 

Aren’t  you  really  diluting  the  wilderness  concept  when  you  put  a 
dam  in  this  wilderness  area? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Senator  Allott,  I  woidd  agree  that  this  structure  is  a 
nonconforming  use.  It  is  not  a  massive  structure — let  me  describe  it 
briefly.  The  height  of  this  dam  is  28  feet.  It  is  in  a  narrow  gorge  that 
backs  water  into  a  valley  which  is  almost  completely  rock,  with  a 
minimum  of  drawdown.  You  can  hardly  see  the  effect  of  the  draw¬ 
down,  because  it  isn’t  a  dirt-bottom  dam.  There  is  a  diversion  from 
this  reservoir  over  to  Rock  Bottom  Lake. 

There  was  a  very  low-standard  road  built  into  the  dam  when  it  was 
constructed,  with  the  understanding  that  the  road  would  be  obliterated 
afterward.  The  use  of  the  road  has  been  discontinued.  It  is  now  nothing 
more  than  a  wide  trail  and  will  be  maintained  as  a  trail.  The  dam  is 
of  such  a  nature  that  it  will  recpiire  a  minimum  of  maintenance. 

The  Wilderness  Act  does  provide  for  the  eventuality  of  water 
development,  if  water  development  is  deemed  to  be  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary  and  is  authorized  by  the  President. 

When  we  studied  this  in  1958,  we  were  concerned  very  much  about 
the  same  thing  you  are,  and  we  still  are  concerned  about  diluting  the 
wilderness  principle.  But  in  this  case,  after  long  study  and  consulta¬ 
tion  with  others,  we  decided  that  it  was  an  indispensable  part  of  the 
Sacramento  project  and  it  could  be  allowed  in  a  primitive  area. 

Now,  the  decision  is  whether  it  should  be  included  in  the  formal 
wilderness  designation,  or  the  alternative  of  drawing  the  boundary  line 
around  it.  Our  recommendation  is  that  it  be  included  as  an  exception, 
and  that  it  be  handled  as  an  individual  case. 

Senator  Allott.  Well,  I  want  to  make  my  position  clear.  Over  the 
years — and  Congress  has  to  bear  an  equal  responsibility — we  have 
established  so  many  different  kinds  of  monuments,  historic  sites,  bird 
refuges,  wilderness  areas,  primitive  areas,  canoe  areas,  et  cetera,  et 
cetera,  that  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  best  serving  everyone,  including 
the  Government  and  including  the  people,  if  we  try  to  add  here  to  the 
criteria  which  we  set  up  with  so  much  sweat  and  toil  in  the  wilderness 
system.  This  is  the  only  point  I  want  to  make.  We  had  probably  a 
good  reason  in  the  New  Jersey  situation,  the  Great  Swamp  Wilderness 
there,  but  now  we  are  coming  back  the  second  time  and  doing  it  again 
or  being  asked  to  do  it  within  a  year.  I  just  feel  that  if  we  are  going  to 
adhere  to  the  concept  that  we  set  forth  in  the  first  few  paragraphs  of 
the  Wilderness  Act,  that  we  ought  to  start  doing  it. 

If  we  continue  to  make  exceptions  to  the  criteria,  start  this,  then  some 
day  I  will  come  along  or  some  other  Senator  will  come  along,  and  he 
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will  want  a  wilderness  area  that  only  happens  to  have  a  nice  lake  and  a 
few  boat  ramps,  and  things  like  that — like  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam, 
maybe,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

I  think  that  is  all  1  have  to  say.  That  doesn’t  call  for  an  answer,  but 
I  just  feel  that  this  is  the  time  right  now  for  this  committee  to  decide 
how  closely  it  is  going  to  adhere  to  these  criteria  set  up. 

That  is  all  I  have,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you.  The  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Cliff,  I  would  like  to  pursue  a  little  bit  this 
question  on  the  matter  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

Would  you  point  out  again  to  me  on  the  map  where  this  particular 
dam  is  located?  I  understand  that  it  is  now  part  of  the  primitive  area. 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Would  there  be  administrative  or  other  prob¬ 
lems  created  if  you  excluded  the  dams  from  the  proposed  wilderness 
area?  What  would  this  do  to  the  whole? 

Mr.  Cliff.  In  order  to  get  a  proper  boundary  it  would  mean 
i  cutting  out  about  2,500  acres,  as  I  remember,  of  land  that  is  good  wilder¬ 
ness  territory.  I  think  the  intent  of  the  Congress  was  that  these  primi¬ 
tive  area  classifications  be  discontinued  after  10  years.  Congress, 
when  it  passed  the  Wilderness  Act,  instructed  the  executive  agencies 
to  review  the  primitive  areas  and  within  10  years  to  recommend  reclas¬ 
sification  of  wilderness,  or  declassification. 

I  think  we  would  have  a  problem  with  maintaining  a  part  of  this 
area  as  a  primitive  area. 

Senator  Hatfield.  What  would  be  the  classification  of  the  2,500 
acres  once  that  10-year  limitation  was  up?  What  would  you  then  do 
with  it? 

Mr.  Cliff.  If  it  were  declassified  it  would  just  be  the  same  as  other 
national  forest  land,  and  we  could  manage  it  in  the  primitive  condi¬ 
tions  without  formal  classification,  if  that  is  the  direction  it  would  take. 

Senator  Hatfield.  But  really  aren’t  we  talking  about  a  formality 
here?  In  actuality,  couldn’t  you  maintain  that  area,  even  after  de- 
classification,  on  pretty  much  the  basis  you  wanted  to  maintain  it? 

In  other  words,  any  purpose  to  which  this  land  would  be  used  or 
subjected  would  have  to  gain  your  approval,  a  permit  from  you? 
Wouldn’t  you  be  still  empowered  to  control  the  kind  of  activity  that 
|  was  to  be  involved  in  that  area? 

*  Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  we  have  full  administrative  authority  to  manage 
that  area  in  a  primitive  condition,  if  that  were  the  decision  made. 
But  if  we  are  going  to  manage  it  that  way — except  for  this  problem  of 
maintaining  the  wilderness  standards  that  are  written  in  the  act  that 
are  worrying  Senator  Allott — why  not  include  it  in  the  wilderness? 
In  that  way  we  could  put  the  boundaries  on  good  topographic  lines 
and  confirm  the  action  by  act  of  Congress. 

Senator  Hatfield.  I  think  the  weight  of  evidence  is  on  the  other 
side.  I  would  disagree  with  you.  I  would  say  the  weight  of  evidence 
would  be  to  exclude  it  and  make  it  as  you  would  make  it  anyway, 
and  maintain  the  basic  integrity  of  the  Wilderness  Act  concept, 
because,  again,  reiterating  Senator  Allott’s  view,  I  can’t  help  but 
feel  every  time  we  make  an  exception,  we  build  a  precedent  stronger 
for  future  exceptions. 
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Mr.  Cliff.  This  has  concerned  us,  too,  Senator,  and  you  remember 
when  we  testified  on  other  bills  here,  we  have  raised  this  same 
question. 

Senator  Hatfield.  I  remember  the  picnic  tables  in  the  Mount 
Jefferson  Wilderness  Area  that  was  being  redesignated  from  a  prim¬ 
itive  area.  These  were  well  established  and  well  used  and  we  were 
removing  those,  I  believe,  because  we  wanted  to  maintain  the  integ¬ 
rity  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

Well,  frankly,  I  think  the  picnic  tables  were  far  less  offensive  in 
terms  of  the  criteria  of  the  Wilderness  Act  than  the  dam.  I  am  only 
speaking  now  as  one  member  of  this  committee,  but  I  would  like  to 
see  us  include  the  2,500  acres,  the  area  necessary  to  take  the  dam  and 
that  structure  out  of  this  wilderness  designation,  but  then  to  give  you 
some  kind  of  a  sense  of  the  committee  as  to  supporting  your  admin¬ 
istrative  program  to  maintain  and  to  administer  this  area  as  if  it 
were  part  of  this  wilderness  area,  which  you  have  the  power  to  do. 
That  way  we  would  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  Wilderness  Act  and 
not  set  as  I  think,  and  as  Senator  Allott  says,  an  unwise  increase  ini 
precedent.  Would  this  idea  be  offensive  to  you? 

Now,  1  admit  that  from  an  administrative  view  it  might  make  a 
nicer  geographic  outline  of  boundaries,  but  1  am  looking  now  at  the 
integrity  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

Mr.  Cliff.  As  I  say,  we  have  been  concerned  about  this  matter  of 
maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  act,  because  there  have  been  proposals 
made  to  include  nonconforming  uses  in  some  of  these  proposed  wilder¬ 
ness  areas  We  have  resisted  them,  but  in  this  case  we  went  into  it 
with  our  eyes  open.  In  1958  we  negotiated  with  the  wilderness  organi¬ 
zations  when  this  decision  was  made.  We  kind  of  made  a  commitment 
to  them  that  we  wouldn’t  let  this  interfere  with  the  continued  classi¬ 
fications  as  a  primitive  area.  So  there  is  some  background  on  it  that 
I  think  needs  some  consideration. 

Senator  Hatfield.  While  we  are  dealing  with  the  water  resources, 
which  the  dam  represents,  you  stated  on  page  4,  “However,  treatment 
to  increase  water  yield  would  be  precluded.” 

What  do  you  mean  by  “treatment  to  increase  water  yield”? 

Mr.  Cliff.  We  are  conducting  research  and  we  are  actually  prac¬ 
ticing  land-use  measures  designed  to  increase  water  yield.  One  of  the 
things  in  the  high  country  is  the  construction  of  snow  fences  to  trap|j 
the  snow  and  to  increase  the  depth  of  deposit  from  snowrdrifts  in¬ 
clined  to  run  off.  In  timbered  country— and  this  is  largely  non  tim¬ 
bered — w7e  can  increase  water  yield  by  the  pattern  of  timber  harvest, 
and  vegetation  manipulation.  I  don’t  think  that  would  apply  in  this  1 
area. 

The  snow  fencing,  any  kind  of  work  of  that  kind,  would  be  precluded, 
but  there  is  so  much  territory  in  the  Sierras  to  work  on  water  yield 
improvement  that  we  will  be  a  long  time  exhausting  those  possibilities 
outside  the  wilderness. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Would  you  restate  the  activity  which  would  be 
precluded? 

Mr.  Cliff.  The  principal  way  of  increasing  water  yield  or  pro- 
longing  runoff  would  be  the  construction  of  artificial  snow  fences  in 
this  country  and  there  are  other  places  we  can  do  that  that  would  use  ; 
all  of  the  resources  we  have. 
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Senator  Hatfield.  What  if  you  got  involved  in  a  situation  where 
there  was  very  serious  erosion  taking  place? 

Mr.  Cliff.  In  this  particular  area  that  is  a  remote  possibility, 
because  it  is  largely  rock,  granite  rock,  with  little  sedimentary  soil 
along  the  stream  bottoms.  It  is  a  very  barren  area  by  and  large.  We 
have  some  pictures  that  we  can  show  you  to  illustrate  this.  1  think  the 
likelihood  of  having  erosion  problems  in  this  area  are  quite  remote. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Also  on  page  4,  you  say  there  would  be  no  imme¬ 
diate  economic  impact  from  wilderness  designation.  Does  this  preclude 
the  possibility  of  future  economic  impact?  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  was  talking  about  the  timber  resources  in  there.  I 
gave  you  the  figures  on  the  volumes.  The  timber  is  very  low  grade, 
it  is  remote,  and  in  isolated  patches.  In  the  foreseeable  future,  I 
can’t  conceive  that,  even  if  there  were  no  restrictions,  we  would  be 
harvesting  timber  in  that  area.  It  is  just  noncommercial,  really.  It  is 
commercial  in  size,  but  it  is  noncommercial  because  of  location  and 
species.  It  is  mostly  high  elevation  species, 
jj  Senator  Hatfield.  Really,  there  is  no  immediate  or  future  eco¬ 
nomic  impact  which  you  can  see? 

Mr.  Cliff.  In  my  judgment,  the  future  economic  impact  would 
be  so  low,  we  would  be  better  served,  if  we  had  money  to  develop 
timber  resources,  to  do  it  on  better  sites,  in  other  places,  where  we 
can  get  more  for  our  investment. 

Senator  Hatfield.  You  indicated  that  there  was  general  favorable 
public  reaction.  Then  you  indicate  today  the  further  inclusion  of 
designated  areas.  What  would  be  the  relationship  between  those  new 
designated  areas  and  the  response  of  the  people  in  those  hearings  in 
California? 

Mr.  Cliff.  The  statement  I  made  included  reference  to  these 
additional  areas.  This  is  the  proposal  that  was  reviewed  in  public 
hearings. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Including  your  new  A,  B,  C,  D? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir;  and  including  the  proposed  exclusions. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  Metcalf.  The  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Senator  Fannin.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Mr.  Cliff,  in  looking  over  the  list  of  witnesses,  I  don’t  see  anybody 
j  testifying  from  California  that  is  directly  connected  with  the  State 
government,  although  I  realize  that  Senator  Cranston  is  a  cosponsor 
of  the  bill. 

I  am  wondering  if  you  did  have  any  indication  from  the  State  of 
California  of  their  position  in  respect  to  this? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  a  statement.  It  is  in  the  report - 

Senator  Fannin.  In  support  of  this  legislation? 

Mr.  Cliff.  From  the  Natural  Resources  Agency.  It  is  on  page  16. 

Senator  Fannin.  In  support  of  the  project,  no  objection  to  it?  I 
was  just  wondering  because  I  don’t  see  any  witness  from  the  State 
government  of  California  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  Cliff,  in  considering  some  of  the  water  and  power  development 
programs  that  are  already  there  and  have  been  mentioned  earlier, 
Chairman  D.  C.  White  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  I  think, 
directed  attention  to  some  of  these  problems  that  might  occur  and 
recommended  that  any  legislation  authorizing  the  wilderness  proposal 
should  clearly  reserve  the  commission’s  jurisdiction  over  these  existing 
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developments.  No  such  provision  is  contained  in  S.  713.  Would  you 
want  to  comment  on  that? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Of  course,  the  two  developments  I  mentioned,  the  Aloha 
Reservoir,  the  one  that  has  the  100-year-old  dam,  and  the  Rubicon 
Reservoir,  are  licensed  by  the  FPC.  And  there  is  nothing  in  this  pro¬ 
posal  which  would  take  away  their  authority  to  continue  those 
licenses. 

Senator  Fannin.  Do  you  feel  that  their  jurisdictional  power  in 
this  relationship  is  preserved? 

Air.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fannin.  There  isn’t  any  mention  of  it  but  you  think  it  is 
something  that  is  taken  for  granted,  or  is  assumed? 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  my  interpretation;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fannin.  Has  the  National  Forest  Products  Association 
taken  a  position  with  regard  to  this  proposal? 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  don’t  know  of  any  adverse  position  they  have  taken  on 
it  but  I  haven’t  heard  an  affirmative  position  on  it. 

Could  you  enlighten  me  on  that,  Air.  Worf? 

Mr.  Worf.  They  have  taken  no  adverse  position  on  it.  I  think  they 
intend  to  submit  a  statement  to  the  committee. 

Air.  Cliff.  They  should  speak  for  themselves,  but  this  is  an  area 
in  which  they  had  no  particularly  strong  interest. 

Senator  Fannin,  i  was  wondering  if  you  had  any  opposition  from 
the  communities — I  know  there  are  no  communities  nearby— in 
regard  to  this  being  considered. 

Air.  Cliff.  No,  I  know  of  no  opposition  to  it,  sir. 

Senator  Fannin.  Fine.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  AIetcalf.  Thank  you,  Senator. 

You  suggest  that  if  this  had  already  been  created  and  an  application 
had  been  made  for  the  dam,  in  order  to  provide  water  for  the  city  of 
Sacramento,  you  would  have  recommended  it  be  granted  under  the 
provision  of  the  Wilderness  Act,  which  says  that: 

The  President  may,  within  a  specific  area  and  in  accordance  with  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  may  be  deemed  desirable,  authorize  prospecting  for  water  resources, 
establishment  and  maintenance  of  reservoirs,  water  projects,  power  projects  and 
transmission  lines  and  other  facilities  dealing  with  the  public  interest. 

I  am  reading  from  the  section  you  cited. 

Air.  Cliff.  Yes. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Now,  when  that  is  granted,  does  that  area  still 
remain  in  the  wilderness?  Is  that  your  interpretation? 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  my  interpretation,  that  if  that  is  granted,  it 
would  remain  in  wilderness  classification  unless  the  Congress  changed 
the  boundary.  The  only  one  that  can  change  a  boundary  of  a  wilder¬ 
ness  is  Congress.  Congress  establishes  them  and  Congress  is  the  only 
one  who  can  change  them.  I  think  there  may  be  some  very  minor 
exceptions  to  that. 

Aly  counsel  says  there  are  no  exceptions.  Congress  woidd  have  to 
make  the  change.  But  in  this  case,  this  use  is  substantially  unnotice- 
able,  unless  you  get  right  up  against  the  reservoir,  or  the  channel 
that  diverts  the  water.  It  isn’t  a  big  disruptive  thing,  and  Congress, 
when  they  passed  the  act,  clearly  recognized  there  may  be  cases 
where  water  development  should  be  permitted.  In  my  opinion  this  is 
one  of  those  cases. 
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Senator  Metcalf.  So  if  this  has  not  been  built,  but  application  is 
submitted,  it  might  well  be  that  if  we  created  a  wilderness  of  this 
size,  that  the  President  would  authorize  the  development  of  the  dam 
and  it  would  remain  in  the  wilderness  area,  just  as  you  suggested, 
because  it  was  built  for  the  wilderness  as  created. 

Mr.  Cliff.  Under  these  particular  circumstances,  I  think  it  could 
well  be  justified. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  have  one  more  question,  Mr.  Cliff. 

Some  of  the  questions  that  I  had  were  already  covered  by  my 
colleagues. 

You  have  a  discussion  of  snow  surveys  in  your  report  which  has 
been  filed  with  the  committee,  and  the  conclusion  of  that  is  that  if 
adequate  provisions  were  made  for  necessary  snow  measurements  in 
the  proposed  wilderness,  the  State  of  California  would  support  and 
endorse  the  Desolation  Valley  proposal. 

What  are  adequate  provisions  that  would  be  made  for  snow  sur¬ 
veys?  That  is  on  page  17. 

Mr.  Cliff.  There  are  snow  stakes  or  snow  markers  in  there,  and 
the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utilities  District  surveys  that  course  by 
aerial  overflights  and  photography.  We  do  permit  landing  the  helicop¬ 
ters  to  make  water-gage  readings  on  the  streams.  This  is  a  practice 
that  was  started  prior  to  the  recommended  action,  and  this  could  be 
continued  under  the  terms  of  the  Wilderness  Act.  We  would  permit 
that  to  continue. 

Senator  Metcalf.  So  there  is  nothing  that  would  prevent 
continuance. 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  know  of  nothing  at  this  time  that  would  be  trouble¬ 
some  in  this  respect. 

In  all  candor,  though,  we  haven’t  permitted  landing  of  aircraft  for 
snow  measurement  nor  the  installation  of  mechanized  measuring- 
devices  in  wilderness  areas  where  that  practice  was  not  established 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act. 

This  is  a  fine  point,  it  is  a  troublesome  point,  but  it  seems  to  us  the 
act  is  clear.  Where  aircraft  is  used  and  has  become  ail  established  prac¬ 
tice,  the  act  says  it  can  be  continued.  Where  it  has  not  been  used,  the 
act  says  it  will  be  precluded.  And  it  is  just  that  way. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you. 

► .  Senator  Fannin.  Mr.  Chairman,  our  staff  counsel  has  just  received 
a  call  from  a  representative  of  the  National  Forest  Products  Associa¬ 
tion,  saying  they  have  no  objection  to  either  of  these  projects,  and  that 
they  will  send  a  letter  to  you  as  chairman  and  so  state. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  think  one  of  our  staff  is  trying  to  find  a  letter 
from  them. 

Senator  Fannin.  But  that  letter  will  then  be  incorporated  in  the 
record  and  his  statement  is  helpful. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Unless  there  is  objection  or  any  more  discussion 
of  this  area,  we  will  go  on  to  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area. 

You  may  proceed,  Mr.  Cliff. 

Mr.  Cliff.  The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  is  part  of  Los  Padres 
National  Forest  in  California.  It  lies  on  both  sides  of  the  Santa 
Lucia  Range  of  mountains  and  the  east  side  of  the  crest  of  the  Coast 
Range  within  Monterey  County.  It  is  approximately  120  miles 
south  of  San  Francisco  and  approximately  36  miles  south  of  Monterey. 
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We  recommend  52,821  acres  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  and  39,396 
acres  of  adjacent  national  forest  lands  as  an  addition  to  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System.  Our  proposal  would  exclude  only 
117  acres  of  the  national  forest  land  presently  in  the  Ventana  Primi¬ 
tive  Area.  This  represents  a  net  increase  of  74.6  percent  in  the  area 
managed  for  wilderness  purposes. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  has  two  features  which  will  be 
unique  in  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system.  It  is  near  the 
southernmost  limit  of  the  natural  range  of  the  coast  redwood  and 
approximately  750  acres  of  the  coast  redwood  are  found  here,  mostly 
in  narrow  stringers  along  the  Little  Sur  and  the  Big  Sur  Rivers. 
The  area  also  contains  the  bristleeone  fir,  otherwise  known  as  the 
Santa  Lucia  fir — a  rare  and  beautiful  spirelike  tree.  This  species 
occurs  naturally  only  in  the  Santa  Lucia  Mountains. 

A  public  hearing  on  the  proposal  was  held  in  Salinas,  Calif.,  on 
June  7,  1967.  The  response  was  overwhelmingly  in  support  of  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  Ventana  Wilderness.  An  analysis  of  the  views  presented 
is  found  on  page  8  of  the  report  which  you  have  before  you.  i 

A  mineral  survey  of  the  area  conducted  by  the  Geological  Survey  ' 
and  Bureau  of  Mines  revealed  very  little  in  the  way  of  mineral  values. 

Details  concerning  the  resources  included  within  the  wilderness 
proposal  and  other  aspects  of  the  area  can  be  found  in  the  report  you 
have  before  you.  That  is  this  document  which  has  been  furnished  to 
the  committee. 

I  would  like  now  to  discuss  the  boundaries  of  this  proposal.  Each 
area  is  shown  on  the  map  on  page  13  of  our  report  and  on  the  large 
display  map  before  you. 

Additions 

We  recommend  that  five  separate  areas,  not  presently  in  the  primi¬ 
tive  area,  be  added  for  designation  as  wilderness.  They  are  shown  on 
the  map  with  black  vertical  lines  as  areas  A  through  E.  Our  reasons  for 
suggesting  these  inclusions  are  as  follows: 

Area  A  [3A91  acres),  east  of  the  Carmel  River. — We  recommend  this 
addition  to  include  both  sides  of  the  Carmel  River  drainage  and  to 
place  the  boundary  on  a  natural  ridge  separating  Bruce  Creek  from 
Miller  Ford. 

Area  B  ( 357  acres),  Pine  Valley  Basin. — This  area  would  include  , 
the  entire  Pine  Valley  Basin  and  would  place  the  boundary  on  a  promi-  ' 
nent  ridge. 

Area  C  [34,182  acres). — This  area  includes  the  headwaters  of  the 
Big  Sur  and  Arroyo  Seco  Rivers  and  Tassajara,  Lost  Valley,  and  Log¬ 
wood  Creeks.  The  northeasterly  boundary  of  this  addition  is  a  promi¬ 
nent  ridge  just  east  of  Tassajara  Creek.  The  remainder  of  the  easterly 
boundary  includes  the  Arroyo  Seco  River  and  its  spectacular  gorge. 
The  boundary  is  100  feet  east  of  the  threat  of  the  channel  of  the  river 
so  that  the  river,  itself,  is  included.  The  southwest  boundary  of  the 
area  follows  the  Coast  Range  paralleling  but  excluding  a  road  and 
planned  peripheral  fuelbreaks. 

Area  D  [2\l  acres). — This  addition  will  place  the  boundary  along  a 
prominent  ridge. 

Area  E  ( 1,125  acres),  Skinner  Ridge. — This  places  the  boundary 
so  that  it  follows  Skinner  Ridge. 
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Senator  Metcalf.  These  areas  are  all  national  forest  lands? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir;  except  that  on  this  map,  you  will  see  some 
areas  colored  in  brown.  Those  brown-colored  areas  are  privately 
owned  lands.  We  have  drawn  this  proposed  boundary  so  as  to  exclude 
some  of  these  privately  owned  tracts,  where  it  should  be  done.  Others 
were  included,  and  we  would  expect  to  try  to  acquire  those,  either 
by  exchange  or  purchase. 
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Exclusions 

Areas  1  through  3  are  recommended  for  exclusion  from  the  primitive 
area.  These  are  shown  on  the  map  with  red  horizontal  lines. 

Area  1  ( 121  acres)  is  privately  owned  land  which  is  partially  de¬ 
veloped.  It  does  not  appear  feasible  to  acquire  this  land  through 
purchase. 

Area  2  consists  of  87  acres  of  Federal  land  and  212  acres  of  privately 
owned  land.  The  proposed  boundary  here  is  placed  along  a  ridge.  This 
privately  owned  land  north  of  the  ridge  has  some  development  and  is 
not  available  for  purchase  or  exchange.  We  anticipate  further  develop¬ 
ment  of  this  land  which  would  be  incompatible  with  maintaining 
wilderness  on  the  immediately  adjacent  national  forest  land. 

Area  8  (80  acres )  was  excluded  to  place  the  boundary  along  a  promi¬ 
nent  ridge. 

Additions  proposed  by  others 

The  areas  shown  in  blue  on  our  map  were  recommended  by  a 
number  of  groups  and  individuals  at  the  hearing  as  expansions  of  the 
Forest  Service  proposal. 

Area  F,  Miller  Fork ,  3,285  acres  of  national  forest  land  and  195 
acres  of  private  land.  This  area  contains  parcels  of  private  land  and 
adjoins  other  parcels  of  private  land.  The  owners  of  these  lands  are 
not  interested  in  selling  them.  This  private  land  ownership  invites 
access  and  management  problems  which  could  seriously  erode  the 
wilderness  resource  in  the  Miller  Creek  drainage.  Our  fire  protection 
plans  for  the  wilderness  and  adjacent  areas  also  call  for  a  peripheral 
fuelbreak  along  the  ridge  between  Miller  Fork  and  Bruce  Creeks 
just  outside  our  proposed  boundary.  This  would  separate  the  Miller 
Fork  drainage  from  the  main  body  of  the  wilderness.  A  fire  access 
road  is  also  needed  along  Henningson  Ridge  near  the  eastern  side  of 
the  Miller  Fork  drainage. 

Area  G  ( 2,93 J+  acres). — Willow  Creek  is  a  year-around  stream  bor¬ 
dered  by  meadows,  and  scattered  oaks  and  sycamores.  Brush  covers 
much  of  the  slopes.  The  scenic  qualities  are  quite  similar  to  other  parts 
of  Los  Padres  National  Forest.  Our  recommended  boundary  follows 
the  ridge  around  the  head  of  Willow  Creek  along  which  a  narrow  fire- 
fine  was  constructed  in  connection  with  a  previous  fire.  This  area  offers 
good  opportunities  for  backpacking,  hiking,  camping,  and  other 
similar  recreation  activities,  but  it  was  not  considered  an  essential 
part  of  the  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness. 

The  Willow  Creek  drainage  contains  several  hike-in  camps  along  the 
creek  which  are  used  regidarly  by  Boy  Scouts  and  other  groups.  In 
proposing  to  leave  it  out  it  was  our  intent  for  this  area  to  be  managed 
primarily  for  recreation  without  public  road  access  and  with  no  motor 
vehicle  use  permitted.  We  did,  however,  plan  to  provide  toilets  and 
drinking  water,  and  to  install  other  facilities  not  permitted  in 
wilderness. 

Enactment  of  these  bills  will  make  fine  additions  to  the  national 
wilderness  preservation  system  and  we  strongly  recommend  them. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much,  Mr.  Cliff,  for  your 
testimony. 

Senator  Hatfield. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  understand 
clearly  the  exclusion  areas.  But  first  I  would  like  to  go  back  to  page  8, 
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in  which,  in  your  first  paragraph,  you  say,  "Our  proposal  would 
exclude  only  117  acres  of  the  national  forest  land  presently  in  the 
Ventana  primitive  area.” 

Could  you  identify  those  117  acres? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  in  areas  2  and  3. 

Senator  Hatfield.  In  other  words,  those  117  acres  are  explained 
in  your  later  testimony  relating  to  the  exclusion  areas  and  the  reasons 
for  the  exclusions. 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  correct.  They  are  now  in  the  primitive  area  and 
we  propose  not  to  include  them  in  the  wilderness. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Now,  the  exclusion  of  the  117  acres  in  areas  2 
and  3, 1  believe  you  indicate  is  primarily  on  the  basis  of  the  commercial 
and  other  development  activity. 

Mr.  Cliff.  The  reason  for  exclusion  is  that  the  brown-colored  area 
on  the  map  is  privately  owned  land.  It  is  partly  developed,  and  it  is 
not  available  for  purchase. 

Senator  Hatfield.  We  have  87  Federal  acres  in  area  2  of  the  117 
acres? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes;  87  Federal  acres  in  that  block  and  we  just  pulled 
the  boundary  back  to  exclude  that  private  land  and  put  the  boundary 
on  the  ridge  in  that  particular  location. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Cliff,  would  you  describe  to  me  what  the 
character  of  the  land  is  north  of  area  2? 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  privately  owned  land.  That  horizontal  line, 
running  east  and  west,  is  the  north  boundary  of  the  national  forest. 
Now,  the  land  north  of  there  is  mountainous  and  hilly,  but  it  soon 
runs  out  into  settled  country  and  up  to  Monterey. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Are  those  87  acres  contiguous  to  other  Federal 
land  ownership? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Only  on  the  south. 

Senator  Hatfield.  This  is  what  I  am  getting  at.  I  am  curious  to 
know  what  you  are  going  to  do  with  those  87  acres  that  are  sort  of 
left  dangling  there. 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  can’t  tell  you  precisely,  but  that  is  the  kind  of  a 
situation  where  we  might  try  to  exchange  that  with  a  private  land- 
owner  to  acquire  some  of  these  inholdings. 

Senator  Hatfield.  That  is  what  I  was  going  to  ask  next,  if  that 
becomes  a  good  bargaining  or  marketable - 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes;  it  would  be  a  good  addition  to  that  piece  of  private 
land  there.  It  is  just  a  little  fragment  that  would  be  outside  the 
wilderness.  It  would  be  hard  to  manage  because  it  is  blocked  off  by 
private  land.  I  am  just  supposing  now,  but  this  is  the  kind  of  situation 
where  we  would  use  that  as  trading  stock  and  try  to  acquire  land 
inside  the  area. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Yes,  and  those  87  acres  would  not  fit  into  the 
wilderness  area  here? 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  our  judgment. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Now,  down  in  the  other  area  where  you  have 
private  ownerships  that  are  totally  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
proposed  wilderness  area,  do  you  know  what  the  ownership  attitudes 
are  about  selling  there? 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  can’t  tell  you  at  this  time,  but  we  are  hopeful  that  we 
can  negotiate  exchanges  or  purchases.  We  have  been  able  to  do  this 
in  other  places.  We  do  know  the  ownership  and  I  am  sure  we  have 
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people  in  the  organization  that  could  answer  your  question.  I  can’t 
right  now. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Do  you  have  any  access  and  management  prob¬ 
lems  with  those  lands? 

Mr.  Cliff.  If  they  remain  in  private  ownership  in  the  wilderness 
area,  we  could  have  some  serious  problems,  because  people  are  entitled 
to  access  to  their  lands. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Yes. 

Mr.  Cliff.  And  we  couldn’t  stop  the  development  of  those  private 
lands. 

Senator  Hatfield.  I  am  asking  this  series  of  questions  because  you 
indicated  that  you  were  excluding  the  Miller  Fork  area,  area  F,  that 
had  been  proposed  by  other  parties  to  be  included  in  the  wilderness 
area,  on  the  basis  that  the  private  land  ownership  invites  access  and 
management  problems  and  that  the  owners  were  not  interested  in 
selling. 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Now,  that  seemed  to  be  the  criteria  for  excluding 
area  F  from  the  wilderness  area,  and  yet  some  of  those  same  problems 
exist  with  these  private  ownerships  over  here  on  the  other  side  of 
the  wilderness  area  according  to  your  testimony. 

Mr.  Cliff.  They  could  exist.  In  this  case  there  was  strong  support 
for  adding  area  F  by  some  of  the  wilderness  organizations.  So  we 
investigated  the  attitude  of  the  people  who  owned  land.  We  also  have 
some  other  reasons.  Namely,  we  need  access  for  fire  control  and  we 
wanted  to  put  the  line  on  a  ridge  where  we  have  a  chance  to  develop 
a  firebreak.  But  more  specifically,  we  determined  that  the  owners  of 
that  land  are  not  interested  in  selling  and  they  do  plan  to  develop. 
There  is  already  development  started  on  that  bigger  block  of  land 
adjacent  to  area  F. 

Senator  Hatfield.  But  in  addition  to  that,  as  compared  to  the 
other  dde  of  the  wilderness  area,  you  do  have  the  fire-control  prob¬ 
lem,  and  the  natural  need  there  for  that  area  to  have  access  for  fire 
protection,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hatfield.  I  have  no  further  questions. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Cliff,  for  a  very  helpful  and 
thorough  presentation. 

Mr.  Cliff.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Metcalf.  We  have  the  letter  of  the  National  Forest 
Products  Association  mentioned  by  Senator  Fannin  and  without  ob¬ 
jection  it  will  be  included  at  this  point. 

(The  letter  referred  to  follows:) 

National  Forest  Products  Association, 

Washington,  D.C.,  February  18,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  The  National  Forest  Products  Association,  a  federation 
of  18  regional  products  and  species  associations  representing  the  lumber  and  wood 
products  industry  from  coast  to  coast  supports  and  recommends  enactment  of — 
S.  713,  to  designate  the  Desolation  Wilderness,  Eldorado  National  Forest, 
California,  and 

S.  714,  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
California. 
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These  areas  have  been  intensively  reviewed  by  the  Forest  Service,  in  whose 
recommendations  the  forest  products  industry  concurs. 

Sincerely, 


Ralph  D.  Hodges,  Jr., 

Vice  President,  Government  Relations. 


Senator  Metcalf.  Our  next  witness  is  Helen  J.  McGinnis,  of  the 
National  Capital  Wilderness  Study  Committee.  Is  it  Miss  or  Mrs.? 
Miss  McGinnis.  Miss. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Miss  McGinnis,  we  are  very  glad  to  have  you 
before  us.  We  have  two  statements: 


STATEMENT  OF  HELEN  McGINNIS,  ON  BEHALF  OF  NATIONAL 
CAPITAL  WILDERNESS  STUDY  COMMITTEE 

Miss  McGinnis.  Yes,  I  think  I  will  try  to  combine  them  into  one 
since  I  am  speaking  on  both  areas  at  once. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Very  well. 

Miss  McGinnis.  My  name  is  Helen  McGinnis.  I  live  at  1511 
Madison  Street,  apartment  201,  Hyattsville,  Md.  I  am  speaking  as  a 
representative  of  the  National  Capital  Wilderness  Study  Committee. 

I  am  a  native  of  California,  and  lived  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
area  until  two  and  a  half  years  ago.  I  had  several  opportunities  to 
visit  the  Desolation  Valley  region.  Although  I  do  not  have  the  figures 
to  prove  it,  1  suspect  that  the  proposed  wilderness  is  one  of  the  most 
heavily  used  in  northern  California. 

The  splendid,  highly  glaciated  countryside  is  one  reason  for  its 
popularity.  Even  more  important  is  its  location — about  a  4-hour 
drive  from  the  urban  centers  surrounding  San  Francisco  Bay,  and 
half  that  distance  from  the  rapidly  growing  communities  of  the  lower 
Sacramento  Valley. 

Many  people  who  vacation  around  the  edges  of  Lake  Tahoe  and 
adjacent  developed  lakes  take  advantage  of  the  wilderness,  which  will 
almost  literally  be  in  their  backyards  in  some  instances.  Boy  Scouts 
at  Camp  Harvey  West  and  youngsters  at  other  camps  also  make 
heavy  use  of  the  area. 

If  anyone  here  has  reservations  about  wilderness  areas,  wondering 
if  they  are  used  only  by  the  rugged,  hardy  few,  I  would  recommend 
that  he  visit  Lake  Aloha  within  the  proposed  wilderness  anytime  in 
'  the  summer.  On  just  one  trip  he  will  have  a  good  chance  of  encountering 
at  least  one  Scout  group,  as  well  as  families  with  young  children, 
horseback  riders,  naturalists,  mountain  climbers,  swimmers,  and  sun- 
bathers.  However,  the  person  who  seeks  solitude  can  still  find  it  off 
the  beaten  trails. 

The  main  access  road  to  the  general  region,  U.S.  50,  is  kept  open 
in  the  winter,  as  is  the  road  along  the  western  shore  of  Lake  Tahoe. 
It  is  only  a  short  distance  from  these  roads  into  the  wilderness,  which 
is  thus  becoming  increasingly  popular  with  those  people  who  are 
reluctant  to  confine  their  visits  to  high-altitude  wilderness  to  the 
summer  months.  M ore  and  more  snowshoers,  ski  tourers,  and  winter 
mountaineers  are  pitching  their  tents  in  the  wilderness  every  year. 

There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  demand  for  wilderness  recrea¬ 
tion  will  continue  to  grow  in  this  region.  The  Forest  Service  has 
recognized  this  fact  and  has  considerably  enlarged  the  old  Desolation 
Valley  Primitive  Area.  I  support  its  proposal  for  a  64,097-acre  wilder- 
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ness.  It  is  true  that  it  will  contain  two  artificial  reservoirs  and  several 
check  dams,  but  these  are  unobtrusive. 

I  urge  you  to  support  the  Forest  Service’s  proposal  for  the  Desola¬ 
tion  Wilderness. 

1  will  go  to  my  statement  on  the  Ventana. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Go  right  ahead. 

Miss  McGinnis.  I  lived  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area  of  California 
for  many  years.  The  proposed  wilderness  was  about  4  hours’  drive 
away.  I  and  my  friends  at  the  University  of  California  at  Berkeley 
went  on  many  backpacking  trips  in  the  area  in  the  winter  and  spring. 
Others  have  already  told  you  of  the  variety  of  types  of  scenery  there. 

I  have  many  memories — huge  ferns  in  shaded  stream  valley,  yuccas 
and  horned  lizards  on  rocky  ridges,  the  tracks  of  a  mountain  lion  along 
a  once  muddy  trail,  and  a  herd  of  wild  boar.  I  and  my  friends  at  the 
University  of  California  at  Berkeley  took  many,  many  backpacking 
trips  in  this. 

I  am  pleased  that  the  Forest  Service  has  decided  that  wilderness  , 
protection  should  be  extended  to  some  of  my  favorite  places,  such  as 
Lost  Valley  with  its  open  meadows  and  spring  wildflower  display, 
Indian  Valley  with  its  pine  forests,  and  the  whole  of  1  ine  Valley.  The 
wilderness  will  certainly  not  be  neglected  by  central  California’s  ever¬ 
growing  population.  On  my  first  trip  there  just  after  Christmas  in 
1957,  our  party  met  only  one  other  person  in  4  days— a  man  who 
made  part  of  his  living  hunting  and  trapping  coyotes  and  mountain 
lions.  The  last  time  I  was  there,  almost  3  years  ago,  most  campsites 
were  filled  on  weekends.  I’m  sure  the  number  of  visitors  has  increased 
since  then. 

I  am  sorry  that  Willow  Creek  has  been  left  out  of  the  proposed 
wilderness.  A  majority  of  the  people  who  testified  at  the  field  hearings 
agreed  that  it  should  be  added.  The  trail  up  this  creek  is  the  main  corri¬ 
dor  into  the  heart  of  the  wilderness  from  the  popular  and  easily  acces¬ 
sible  Arroyo  Seco  car  campground.  There  are  no  roads  in  it,  and  it 
otherwise  qualifies  as  wilderness.  As  I  understand  the  problem,  the 
reasons  for  excluding  this  3,000-acre  canyon  are  twofold.  First,  the 
Forest  Service  plans  to  construct  a  firebreak  along  the  ridge  forming 
the  southern  boundary  of  the  canyon,  and  second,  the  canyon  is  heavily 
used  by  Boy  Scouts.  The  Forest  Service  wishes  to  install  toilets,  ( 
fireplaces,  and  other  improvements  for  their  convenience. 

The  wilderness  proposed  by  the  Forest  Service  already  contains 
fire  breaks  constructed  by  mechanized  vehicles — such  as  the  so-called 
Summit  Trail  leading  down  into  Lost  Valley  from  the  west— and 
jeep  trails  such  as  the  one  along  Devils  Peak  in  the  northwestern 
corner.  Conservationists  do  not  consider  these  areas  to  be  disqualified 
for  inclusion  into  the  wilderness.  If  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  build 
a  firebreak  on  the  ridge  south  of  Willow  Creek,  the  valley  could  still 
be  included. 

Campers  in  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  including  the  proposed 
w  ilderness,  are  already  required  to  build  their  fires  in  fireplaces 
provided  by  the  Forest  Service  because  of  the  unusually  high  fire 
hazard.  I  believe  that  pit  toilets  are  already  provided  in  certain 
campsites  in  the  primitive  area.  They  are  essential  to  insure  the 
maintenance  of  sanitary  conditions  in  heavily  used  areas.  As  our 
Nation’s  wilderness  areas  become  increasingly  popular,  it  will  be 
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necessary  to  install  them  in  many  other  campsites.  If  the  Forest 
Service  plans  developments  significantly  more  extensive  than  these, 
the  Boy  Scouts  will  be  deprived  of  the  wilderness  experience  which 
presumably  is  a  main  reason  for  their  going  on  such  outings  in  the 
first  place.  If  use  of  Willow  Creek  is  excessive,  Scout  leaders  should 
be  persuaded  to  take  the  boys  into  other,  less  heavily  used  portions 
of  the  wilderness. 

Although  I  am  not  prepared  to  suggest  that  the  top  of  the  ridge 
paralleling  the  Pacific  coast  should  be  added  to  the  wilderness,  I  have 
strong  doubts  as  to  the  advisability  of  constructing  a  scenic  highway 
there.  The  so-called  North  Coast  Ridge  Jeep  Trail  presently  is  a 
splendid  place  to  walk  on  cool  days.  One  can  look  all  the  way  down 
to  the  surf  pounding  on  the  rocks.  A  highway  could  not  be  built 
there  without  extensively  modifying  the  ridge  top.  Conservationists 
and  the  Forest  Service  should  carefully  consider  the  consequences  of 
building  such  a  road. 

In  summary,  I  support  the  Forest  Service's  proposal  for  the 
Ventana  Wilderness,  but  hope  that  Willow  Creek  will  be  added. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much  for  your  statement, 
Miss  McGinnis. 

Do  you  have  any  questions,  Senator  Hatfield? 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Chairman,  Miss  McGinnis  has  touched 
on  two  things  that  interest  me  and  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Cliff  to 
comment.  I  don’t  think  it  wrould  be  fair  to  ask  Miss  McGinnis. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Let’s  get  as  much  information  as  we  can. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Two  points  that  Miss  McGinnis  brings  up  that 
I  think  are  very  pertinent  to  this,  that  I  don’t  believe  were  covered  in 
the  testimony  before.  It  has  to  do  with  this  matter  of  sanitary  facilities 
being  installed  in  the  now  primitive  area  and  possibly  the  wilderness 
area. 

I  believe,  Mr.  Cliff,  that  the  HEW  and  the  Public  Health  Service 
recommended  adequate  sanitary  facilities  be  provided  in  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  area. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  raises  in  my  mind,  and  perhaps  it  has  been 
clarified  before  but  I  would  like  to  have  it  clarified  again,  this  aspect 
of  wilderness  preservation  that  has  received,  in  my  opinion,  very 
little  attention,  that  is,  how  do  you  relate  these  requirements  for  this 
type  of  facilities  to  the  general  Wilderness  Act. 

Mr.  Cliff.  Senator  Hatfield — - — - 

Senator  Metcalf.  The  Senator  will  recall  this  came  up  in  the 
Great  Swamp  discussion,  and  it  probably  will  come  up  from  time  to 
time  again.  So  let’s  have  it  classified  right  now. 

STATEMENT  OF  EDWARD  P.  CLIFF— Resumed 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  would  like  to  compliment  Miss  McGinnis  on  her  very 
fine  statement.  I  think  she  expressed  her  viewpoint  very  well. 

This  matter  of  fire  protection  and  sanitation  in  wilderness  areas  is 
a  problem  and  I  think  it  will  be  a  growing  problem.  The  Wilderness 
Act  said  there  would  be  no  structures  in  the  wilderness.  We  don’t 
construct  the  usual  type  of  sanitary  structures  in  the  wilderness  and 
I  don’t  think  we  have  authority  to  do  that.  We  do,  in  the  more  heavily 
used  areas,  where  there  is  a  sanitation  problem,  sometimes  construct 
a  very  inconspicuous  pit  toilet,  which  meets  sanitary  standards  for 
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that  type  of  location,  but  doesn’t  have  a  structure  above  ground, 
above  the  stool,  and  we  try  to  hide  this  so  it  is  not  conspicuous  at  all. 

We  do  permit  the  use  of  simple  fireplaces  made  of  piling  rocks  to¬ 
gether  and  that  sort  of  thing,  and  I  guess,  in  a  few  places,  we  have 
some  fire  grates,  where  the  fire  danger  is  excessive.  But  we  don’t 
encourage,  we  discourage  the  use  of  fireplaces  or  anything  artificial 
that  we  can  prevent. 

Now,  if  we  get  use  that  demands  the  construction  of  more  sophisti¬ 
cated  types  of  sanitation  facilities,  I  think  we  are  just  going  to  have 
to  face  up  to  it  and  restrict  the  use  of  these  areas,  so  we  won’t  be 
building  those  kinds  of  facilities. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Restrict  the  use  of  the  areas?  By  what  criteria 
would  you  restrict  the  use  of  the  areas? 

Mr.  Cliff.  By  checking  people  in,  by  rerouting  them,  by  other 
devices  of  administration  that  we  have  at  our  disposal. 

Senator  Hatfield.  In  other  words,  if  you  can’t  dig  enough  pits, 
you  are  going  to  have  to  start  restricting  the  number  of  people.  Is 
that  the  relationship,  pits  to  people?  ( 

Mr.  Cliff.  It  is  the  problem  of  what  kind  of  facilities  we  can  put 
in  wilderness  areas.  I  think  the  bill  itself  is  quite  explicit  there  be  no 
structures  in  the  wilderness. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Who  gave  you  the  legal  counsel  on  a  pit  not 
being  a  structure? 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  don’t  know  that  I  asked  for  an  opinion  on  that.  There 
are  some  things  we  don’t  ask  for  opinions  on. 

Senator  Hatfield.  You  have  not  been  challenged  on  this.  In 
other  words,  you  feel  the  precedent  is  amply  well  set  now  to  carry  on 
the  pit  program,  within  the  context  and  spirit  of  the  act? 

Mr.  Cliff.  I  think  we  are  on  the  safe  side  so  far. 

As  a  matter  of  interest,  the  Public  Health  Service  tells  us  that  the 
cat  method  of  disposing  of  human  refuse,  if  it  isn’t  too  concentrated, 
is  a  pretty  good  sanitary  method  of  disposal.  In  other  words,  burjung 
it,  individually.  This  can  get  to  be  a  problem  in  areas  of  concentration. 

Senator  Hatfield.  How  about  this  granite  area  you  were  telling 
me  about  awhile  ago,  where  there  is  no  erosion  possibility? 

Mr.  Cliff.  It  would  be  a  problem  in  some  places. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Miss  McGinnis  brought  up  this  fire  business 
again.  Are  you  satisfied  that  this  area  as  a  wilderness  area  can  be  { 
controlled,  with  the  present  climatic  conditions  and  trails  that  exist 
or  will  exist. 

Mr.  Cliff.  No;  I  am  not  satisfied  that  we  can  completely  control 
fires  in  the  Yentana  area.  The  fire  control  is  not  a  serious  problem  in 
the  desolation  area.  It  is  a  high  mountain  area  with  little  inflammable 
cover.  But  the  Ventana  area  is  largely  covered  with  brush,  which  gets 
dry  and  inflammable.  In  1954,  we  had  a  13,000-acre  fire  in  the  Arroyo 
Saco  part  of  that  area.  I  think  it  actually  originated  inside  of  the 
property  posted  wilderness  and  burned  on  out.  This  will  continue  to 
be  a  problem.  We  have  marked  this  land  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States  for  nearly  70  years  now  without  roads.  We  do  have  some  fire 
breaks  on  strategic  fire  lines.  But  fires  will  always  be  a  risk. 

1  don’t  think,  even  if  this  were  not  a  wilderness,  that  we  would  be 
building  very  many  roads  in  there.  We  would  still  have  the  same 
problem. 
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Senator  Hatfield.  In  other  words,  for  the  record,  let  me  emphasize 
the  point  here,  that  the  redesignation  as  a  wilderness  area  is  neither 
going  to  diminish  nor  increase  yonr  ability  to  control  fires;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  my  judgment;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Where  is  this  scenic  highway  Miss  McGinnis 
mentioned  on  the  ridge? 

Miss  McGinnis.  I  don’t  think  there  are  any  plans,  but  there  is  a 
fairly  good  road  here  [indicating]  and  down  here  it  is  a  deep  road 
that  goes  along  the  ridge. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Miss  McGinnis  is  indicating  near  the  bottom 
of  area  C,  is  it,  for  the  record? 

Miss  McGinnis.  It  goes  right  along  the  southwestern  boundary 
of  Anderson  Peak. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Miss  McGinnis,  you  say  this  is  something 
that  has  been  proposed? 

Miss  McGinnis.  Yes;  it  is.  I  don’t  think  the  plans  are  definite. 
All  I  know  is  what  I  read  in  the  documents. 

Senator  Hatfield.  This  would  be  constructed  by  the  State, 
county,  or  whom? 

Miss  McGinnis.  Mr.  Cliff  probably  knows  more  about  this  than 
I  do. 

Mr.  Cliff.  This  route  has  been  talked  about  as  a  possible  route  for 
a  scenic  highway  that  would  be  up  near  the  top  of  the  ridge  and  it 
overlooks  the  most  spectacular  landscape  and  seascape  out  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean.  It  has  been  discussed  as  a  potential  route  for  a  scenic 
highway.  It  isn’t  on  any  scenic  highway  system  plan  yet,  it  is  merely 
in  the  talking  stage. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Who  is  talking  about  it? 

Mr.  Cliff.  The  Forest  Service  and  others  that  have  proposed 
scenic  highways. 

Senator  Hatfield.  In  other  words,  this  would  be  a  Federal  program 
under  your  jurisdiction? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yres. 

Senator  Hatfield.  But  if  this  wilderness  area  were  adopted  as 
proposed  here,  what  relationship  will  that  then  have  to  this  proposed 
scenic  highway? 

Mr.  Cliff.  It  will  be  outside  of  the  wilderness  area. 

Of  course,  I  am  sure  that  this  proposal,  before  it  might  be  adopted, 
would  have  a  lot  of  discussion  and  probably  some  considerable  opposi¬ 
tion  and  it  is  quite  problematical  whether  it  will  be  programed.  It  is 
merely  a  proposal,  as  I  understand  it,  that  has  been  discussed  as  a 
possibility. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Then  it  would  be  independent  of  this  issue 
today? 

Mr.  Cliff.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Because  the  wilderness  designation  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  that  issue  and  we  would  have  to  confront  that  and 
make  an  independent  judgment  on  it;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Cliff.  That  is  correct.  I  think  some  of  the  people  who  are 
sincerely  concerned  about  wilderness  in  this  area  would  be  concerned 
that  this  highway  might  bring  more  human  impact  on  the  wilderness 
than  it  should  have. 
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Senator  Hatfield.  1  have  no  other  questions. 

1  want  to  thank  Miss  McGinnis  for  her  fine  testimony. 

Senator  Metcalf.  1  want  to  also  thank  you  for  your  testimony.  I 
have  it  here  that  you  are  representing  the  National  Capital  Wilder¬ 
ness  Study  Committee. 

STATEMENT  OF  HELEN  McGINNIS— Continued 

Miss  McGinnis.  Yes. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Would  you  tell  me  just  a  little  bit  about  the 
National  Capital  Wilderness  Study  Committee? 

Miss  McGinnis.  It  is  a  small  group  of  people  who  meet  once  a 
month  and  all  of  us  live  in  the  Washington  area. 

Senator  Metcalf.  How  many  people  are  there?  How  many  members 
do  you  have? 

Miss  McGinnis.  I  say  there  are  about  20. 

Senator  Metcalf.  About  how  many? 

Miss  McGinnis.  There  are  20.  Most  of  them  are  leaders  of  various 
groups,  Wilderness  Society,  Sierra  Club,  National  Park  Association. 
1  am  not  one  of  the  leaders  for  it. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Where  did  you  live  in  California  other  than 
attending  the  university? 

Miss  McGinnis.  I  lived  in  Berkeley  for  10  years. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much  for  a  fine  statement. 
When  I  went  to  Stanford,  I  used  to  go  down  to  Monterey,  and  remem¬ 
ber  when  we  drove  over  to  Reno  from  time  to  time,  so  I  think  both  of  us 
are  very  familiar  with  the  area. 

Miss  McGinnis.  You  meet  a  lot  of  people  from  Stanford  in  the 
Ventana  wilderness. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  note  today  that 
there  are  contributions  the  University  of  California  does  make  from 
time  to  time. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much,  Miss  McGinnis. 

Our  next  witness  is  Mr.  Brandborg,  executive  director  of  the 
Wilderness  Society,  also  of  Montana. 

Stewart,  it  is  very  fine  to  have  you  again  before  the  committee. 
Mr.  Brandborg  has  been  one  of  our  very  dedicated  witnesses  and  a 
great  help  to  us  in  the  conservation  acts. 

STATEMENT  OF  STEWART  M.  BRANDBORG,  EXECUTIVE  DIRECTOR, 

THE  WILDERNESS  SOCIETY,  ACCOMPANIED  BY  M.  RUPERT 

CUTLER,  ASSISTANT  DIRECTOR,  WILDERNESS  SOCIETY 

Mr.  Brandborg.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  Stewart  M.  Brandborg,  exec¬ 
utive  director  of  The  Wilderness  Society.  Formed  in  1935,  the  society 
works  through  educational  means  to  secure  for  the  American  people 
the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of  wilderness.  The  society  main¬ 
tains  its  headquarters  at  729  15th  Street  NW.,  in  Washington,  D.C. 

I  am  glad  to  have  Mr.  Cutler  here  with  me  today  because  of  his 
knowledge  of  the  wilderness  review  process  over  the  Nation  and 
because  of  his  special  expertise  and  knowledge  of  our  western  wilder¬ 
ness  units. 

I  will  summarize  my  statement,  with  the  request,  if  I  may,  that  it  i 
be  placed  in  full  in  the  record. 
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Senator  Metcalf.  So  ordered. 

Mr.  Brandborg.  It  is  gratifying  to  be  here  today  as  the  committee 
takes  an  important  new  step  in  the  implementation  of  the  Wilderness 
Law  of  1964.  From  the  vantage  point  of  1969  we  can  see  how  far  the 
preservation  of  America’s  wilderness  has  come  in  a  few  short  years, 
thanks  to  the  dedicated  efforts  of  the  Congress,  of  the  executive  branch, 
and  of  citizens  throughout  the  country.  We  have  the  milestone  policy 
declaration  of  the  Wilderness  Law,  we  have  a  fine  beginning  of  the 
national  wilderness  preservation  system  as  it  applies  to  national 
forest  lands,  and  we  have  a  bold  start  on  wilderness  preservation  in 
the  national  wildlife  refuges. 

The  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness,  situated  in  the  bright,  glacier- 
scoured  granite  country  of  the  Sierra  Nevada,  exemplifies  the  con¬ 
structive  cooperation  of  the  Forest  Service  and  citizen  groups.  A  result 
of  studies  and  consultation  over  many  years’  time,  the  agency’s  pro¬ 
posal  calls  for  a  wilderness  of  63,469  acres,  comprising  the  40,744-acre 
Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  in  the  Eldorado  National  Forest 
and  lands  adjacent  which  have  the  same  remoteness  and  wild  character. 

One  of  the  wilderness  tracts  in  the  High  Sierras  most  popular  with 
backpackers  and  cross-country  skiers,  the  proposed  Desolation  Wilder¬ 
ness  contains  more  than  100  lakes,  many  of  them  unnamed,  dotted 
among  the  clean  granite  surfaces  and  sparsely  vegetated  peaks  west 
of  Lake  Tahoe.  Much  of  the  area  is  bare  rock,  interspersed  with 
scattered  stands  of  fir  and  alpine  meadows  which  offer  a  fine  display 
of  flowers  in  summer.  Several  mountain  peaks  exceed  9,000  feet  in 
elevation  and  afford  long  vistas  overlooking  many  miles  of  the  High 
Sierra  and,  on  a  typical  clear  day,  even  as  far  as  the  Central  Valleys. 
Wildlife  of  the  area  includes  deer,  black  bear,  and  many  species  of 
small  mammals  and  birds.  Trout  in  the  lakes  and  streams  are  sought 
by  many  anglers. 

The  inclusion  by  S.  713  of  lands  not  in  the  existing  primitive  area 
will  extend  wilderness  protection  to  adjoining  lands  having  qualities 
equally  as  wild  as  those  of  the  primitive  area  and  which  already  are 
serving  the  purposes  of  wilderness.  The  boundary  extends  beyond  the 
hydrographic  divide  on  all  sides.  On  the  Avest  side  of  the  Crystal 
Range,  the  \Adlderness  will  include  excellent  samples  of  red  fir  forest, 
not  previously  protected  by  any  designation.  On  the  east  side,  the 

i  wilderness  will  take  in  the  peaks  which  loom  above  Lake  Tahoe,  thus 
preserving  an  attractive  natural  backdrop  for  the  city-like  resort 
developments  on  the  lake.  In  places  there  and  in  the  Echo  Lakes 
area,  the  Avilderness  boundary  comes  doAvn  from  the  hydrographic 
divide — the  ridges  which  encircle  the  interior  valleys — to  within  a 
half  mile  of  existing  public  highways,  including  slopes  exposed  to  A'ieAv 
from  outside  the  Avilderness.  The  Wilderness  Society  endorses  this 
boundary  concept,  which  Avas  evident  also  in  the  San  Gabriel  Wilder¬ 
ness  approved  by  the  90th  Congress.  Such  an  inclusive  boundary 
gives  a  full  measure  of  protection  to  the  available  Avild  lands  and,  by 
implication,  stresses  the  value  of  Avilderness  to  the  many  citizens  Avho 
may  never  venture  Avithin  it  but  Avho  vieAV  it  from  a  distance  and 
appreciate  it  as  part  of  their  scenic  environment. 

!  The  proposed  Avilderness  Avill  protect  the  headAvaters  of  streams 
which  pro\Tide  Avater  for  cities  as  far  Avest  as  Sacramento  and  for  the 
communities  on  Lake  Tahoe.  The  intensity  of  jmblic  use  in  sections  of 
this  back  country  has  caused  deterioration  of  some  of  the  better 
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known  campsites.  The  Forest  Service  should  be  encouraged  and  sup¬ 
ported  in  its  efforts  to  promote  dispersion  of  these  concentrations  of 
visitors  either  by  assigning  wilderness  patrolmen  to  the  area  or  by 
restricting  the  number  of  persons  permitted  to  camp  at  certain  sites. 

We  would  support  the  Forest  Service  fully  in  applying  this  kind  of 
management.  It  may  involve  remarkably  heavy  visitor  loads  which 
will  require  the  use  of  wilderness  rangers  who  serve  in  the  manner 
described  by  the  Chief,  where  they  seek  to  disperse  users,  scatter  them 
over  the  areas  that  are  less  heavily  utilized. 

As  has  been  noted  by  the  Chief,  two  artificial  impoundments  exist 
within  the  proposed  wilderness.  One,  Lake  Aloha,  is  over  100  years 
old.  The  other,  Rubicon  Reservoir,  authorized  in  1958,  was  built  by 
the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utilities  District  over  the  strong  opposition 
of  conservationists,  inundating  the  area  known  as  Onion  Flat.  Water 
from  Rubicon  Reservoir  is  diverted  by  tunnel  through  Rockbound 
Lake,  which  retains  its  natural  level,  and  thence  downstream  out  of 
the  wilderness  to  power  generating  plants.  No  motorized  equipment 
is  used  in  maintaining  the  dam,  and  the  construction  sites  have  been 
scarified  to  promote  the  restoration  of  natural  vegetative  cover. 
Dedication  of  the  area  as  wilderness  will  serve  to  protect  its  fragile 
watershed,  thus  benefitting  downstream  water  users. 

We  recall  the  extensive  discussion,  the  colloquies,  within  Senate 
and  House  committees  on  this  matter  of  existing  reservoirs  within 
both  the  areas  which  would  be  placed  initially  in  the  natural  wilderness 
preservation  system  and  subsequently  were  placed  in  the  natural 
wilderness  system  by  the  1964  act  within  primitive  areas.  We  recog¬ 
nize  that  where  reservoirs  were  in  existence  as  nonconforming  uses, 
we  had  best  accept  them,  recognizing  that  they  were  artificial,  many 
of  them  have  been  there  within  primitive  areas  and  the  Avilderness 
areas  which  are  iioav  in  the  Avilderness  system  for  decades.  As  the 
Chief  of  the  Forest  Service  has  pointed  out,  and  filled  in  for  the  most 
part,  they  are  not  obtrusive  scars.  If  we  Avent  about  the  task  of 
eliminating  every  artificial  reservoir  from  every  area  Avithin  existing 
primitive  areas,  as  they  Avere  up  for  revieAV  for  placement  in  the 
Avilderness  system,  or  if  Ave  Avent  about  the  task  of  eliminating  reser¬ 
voirs  from  wilderness  areas  now  Avithin  the  national  Avilderness  preser¬ 
vation  system,  we  would  sacrifice  tens  of  thousands  of  acres  of  fine 
Avilderness  quality  land  that  certainly  should  be  protected  as 
Avilderness. 

Thus,  the  Avilderness  lavv  of  1964,  in  its  placement  of  AA'ilderness 
areas  and  wild  areas  in  the  initial  vvild  wilderness  presentation  system 
that  Avas  established  by  Congress  in  1964,  has  set  precedent  for  this 
type  of  nonconforming  use,  which  in  this  case  is  recommended  for 
placement  in  the  Avilderness  by  the  Forest  Service.  We  concur  in  that 
judgment. 

Senator  Metcalf.  That  concludes  your  testimony  on  the  Desola¬ 
tion  Wilderness  proposal. 

Do  you  have  any  questions  on  this  part?  These  are  tvvo  rather 
separate  and  distinct  areas. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  don’t  think  so. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  want  to  make  one  comment.  I  think  the 
highest  use  of  land  that  we  have  in  the  various  categories  of  protec¬ 
tion  Avould  be  our  national  parks.  And  from  time  to  time,  in  the 
creation  of  national  parks  we  have  recognized  that  vve  have  manmade 
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facilities  and  inholdings,  and  so  forth.  For  instance  as  both  you  and 
I  know  and  Senator  Hatfield  knows,  the  Great  Northern  Railroad 
runs  through  the  most  scenic  area  of  Glacier  National  Park.  And  had 
we  adopted  a  program  of  not  providing  for  inclusion  of  these  areas 
into  our  parks,  as  you  point  out,  we  would  lose  many  thousands  of 
acres  of  very  valuable  wilderness  land. 

As  one  Senator,  one  of  the  original  introducers  of  the  wilderness 
bill,  although  I  don’t  think  I  was  the  sponsor  of  the  final  one,  we  were 
prospecting  and  looking  forward  to  the  prevention  of  further  invasion 
of  the  wilderness,  rather  than  saying  that  manmade  projects  shouldn’t 
be  included  if  they  were  part  of  an  area  that  was  valuable.  So  I  am 
glad  you  brought  this  point  out  about  these  artificial  impoundments. 

I  am  one  who  doesn’t  want  to  sacrifice  or  reduce  the  standards  and 
the  criteria  that  we  have,  but  it  would  seem  to  me  that  from  time  to 
time,  whether  precedents  are  established  on  individual  cases,  from 
time  to  time  we  have  to  make  decisions  as  to  the  quality  of  the  area, 
and  certainly  that  dam  down  in  the  lower  part,  that  has  been  there 
100  years,  probably  hasn’t  any  effect  at  all. 

I  am  not  familiar  with  the  other  dam,  but  certainly  it  would  seem 
that  if  it  is  an  essential  part  of  the  water  use  of  Sacramento,  it  would, 
as  pom  ted  out  by  Mr.  Cliff,  then  authorize  an  exception  under  the 
act  we  woidd  anticipate. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  a  question. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Surely. 

Senator  Hatfield.  I  appreciate  very  much  your  statement  on  this 
subject.  The  question  I  raised  awhile  ago  was  really  not  so  much  on 
the  basis  of  whether  we  should  amend  this  proposal  as  much  as  to 
raise  the  request  for  the  record,  that  we  as  a  committee  recommit 
ourselves  in  the  strongest  language  possible,  and  then  through  colloquy, 
to  indicate  that  we  are  not  setting  precedents,  but  we  are  committed 
to  the  basic  wording  of  the  Wilderness  Act,  with  all  of  its  implications 
and  interpretations,  and  that  we  reluctantly  and  almost  regretfully 
at  this  point  include  these  impoundment  structures,  rather  than 
indicating  that  they  are  acceptable  because  we  are  just  seeking  addi¬ 
tional  acres  or  that  we  feel  the  boundary  is  an  easier  boundary  to 
administer. 

I  think  we  really  have  to  use  every  opportunity  from  time  to  time, 
as  I  am  sure  the  chairman  agrees,  to  reiterate  our  commitment  to  the 
Wilderness  Act  concept. 

Secondly,  I  am  bothered  by  the  interpretation,  and  I  am  sure  this  is 
not  just  a  unique  interpretation,  for  I  think  this  is  very  definitely  the 
wording  of  the  law,  that  empowers  the  President  to  set  aside  the 
very  concept  of  this  Wilderness  Act,  by  Executive  action. 

Personally,  I  would  like  to  withdraw  that  power  from  the  President 
and  force  it  back  into  a  total  congressional  review  and  congressional 
action  to  make  any  exceptions. 

It  just  seems  to  me  we  can  sort  of  let  these  things  erode  over  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  time,  if  we  don’t  really  reemphasize,  every  occasion  we  have, 
our  commitment  to  the  original  proposition,  which  I  think  is  basically 
a  sound  one.  That  is  all  I  raise  the  question  for. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  certainly  concur  with  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon.  As  I  recall,  in  all  of  the  discussions  and  debate,  all  the  travail 
that  went  into  the  Wilderness  Act  over  the  years,  this  need  for  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  water  resources  and  provision  of  water  was  so  apparent, 


34 


that  something  had  to  be  done  about  it,  and  many  of  us  felt  that  it 
should  become  an  act  of  Congress.  I  know  of  no  instance  when  Con¬ 
gress  wouldn’t  have  granted  such  an  exception  when  it  was  shown. 
But  then  we  decided  it  be  left  up  to  the  executive  branch. 

I  really  do  feel  that  we  in  the  Congress  have  established  this 
wilderness  area,  and  we  should  keep  strict  control,  and  at  the  same  time, 
have  a  colloquy  such  as  we  have  had  here,  and  we  will  continue  to  have 
when  this  bill  comes  on  the  floor  or  whatever  way  it  comes,  that  we 
don’t  set  a  precedent  on  any  case,  but  we  decide  each  of  these  cases 
individually  as  to  the  structure  that  we  are  considering,  and  the  feel  of 
the  land  and  the  quality  of  the  area  surrounding  it,  as  to  its  wilderness 
characteristics. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Very  good. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Now  proceed  with  the  second  part  of  your  statement,  Mr.  Brand- 
borg. 

Mr.  Brandborg.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  I  think  this  discussion 
on  your  part  and  Senator  Hatfield’s  is  extremely  helpful,  that  we  as 
a  private  organization  recognize  the  very  difficult  job  that  the  Avilder- 
ness  agencies,  the  Forest  Service  in  this  instance,  have  in  adminis¬ 
tering  the  law.  I  think  the  distinction  that  you  have  drawn  here 
between  developments  that  occurred  in  the  past,  the  reservoirs  that 
have  been  constructed  before  the  passage  of  the  Wilderness  Act, 
and  those  reservoirs  that  might  be  proposed  in  the  future,  is  a  very 
valid  and  very  helpful  one.  Certainly,  we  don’t  want  to  stand  by  and 
see  the  weakening  of  the  wilderness  law’s  protective  measures.  We 
don’t  want  to  see  any  weakening  on  the  part  of  the  agency’s  authority 
to  protect  these  areas  from  further  serious  intrusions,  but  where  it 
has  already  occurred,  then  it  becomes  a  matter,  as  you  put  it,  of  a 
case-by-case  decision,  trying  to  determine  Avhat  Avill  be  the  best 
ansAver  in  terms  of  the  total  AAilderness  lands  affected. 

In  this  instance,  the  Avilderness  lands  contiguous  to  these  tAvo  reser- 
A’oirs  are  very  important.  The  reservoirs  blend  into  the  landscape  as 
much  as  they  possibly  could.  And  as  I  indicated,  we  subscribe  to  the 
Forest  Service’s  judgment  as  nonconforming  uses  they  should  be 
accepted  Avithin  the  boundaries. 

This  has  been  tremendously  helpful  and  certainly  reassuring  to  us, 
and  Ave  Avish  to  see  the  protective  criterion  standards  of  the  laAv  satisfied 
in  every  respect. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  takes  in  a  highly  varied 
region  in  the  Santa  Lucia  Range,  paralleling  the  Big  Sur  coast  of 
Monterey  County.  Lying  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest  just 
behind  the  front  line  of  the  Coast  Range,  the  proposed  Avilderness 
contains  a  magnificent  system  of  mountain  ridges,  peaks,  and  valleys. 
The  range  of  climate  Avithin  even  so  small  an  area  is  indicated  by  the 
presence  of  high-rainfall  vegetation  in  the  western  section,  including 
redAAmods  and  the  Santa  Lucia  fir,  found  only  here  in  the  Santa  Lucia 
Range,  and  the  contrasting  chaparral  in  the  drier  eastern  sections, 
in  the  “rain  shadow.”  Deer,  Avild  boar,  golden  eagles,  and  many  other 
birds  and  small  mammals  inhabit  the  area. 

The  craggy  Avilderness  of  the  Ventana  country  and  its  mild  Avinter  j 
Aveather  make  the  area  popular  to  visit  in  Avinter,  Avhen  most  of  the 
Sierra  Nevada  is  covered  by  snow.  Within  100  miles  of  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  population,  yet  wild  as  feAv  places  are  along  the  coast,  j 
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the  Ven tana  Wilderness  has  an  extraordinary  potential  and  importance 
among  wilderness  areas  in  California. 

It  has  had  its  influence,  too,  on  the  entire  English-speaking  world 
through  the  works  of  the  poet,  Robinson  Jeffers,  who  lived  on  the  Big 
Sur  coast,  and  whose  poetry  refers  often  to  locations  in  the  proposed 
wilderness  and  evokes  the  spirit  of  the  place. 

Three  main  rivers  drain  the  wilderness — the  Big  Sur  and  Little  Sur 
Rivers,  the  Carmel  River,  and  the  Arroyo  Seco.  Although  little  of  the 
area  is  visible  from  main  highways,  a  glimpse  up  the  fiig  Sur  River, 
where  it  cuts.  through  the  coastal  ridge  from  the  wilderness  behind, 
gives  many  sightseers  a  lasting  and  valued  impression  of  the  Coast 
Range  and  its  remaining  wild  regions.  Wildness  has  not  fared  well 
in  the  southern  coast  ranges;  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  the  San  Rafael 
Wilderness  140  miles  south,  and  Pinnacles  National  Monument  40 
miles  east  are  the  major  remanants  of  the  region. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness,  as  proposed  in  S.  714,  would  consist  of 
some  55,000  acres  of  the  existing  Ventana  primitive  area,  an  admin¬ 
istrative  designation  dating  back  to  1931,  and  39,728  acres  adjoining 
it  which  are  already  serving  purposes  of  wilderness. 

At  the  field  hearing  held  by  the  Forest  Service  in  Salinas  on  June  7, 
1967,  and  in  written  comments  in  the  hearing  record,  most  citizen 
groups  and  individuals  recommended  substantial  additions  to  the 
Forest  Service  proposal.  The  preponderant  majority  of  witnesses, 
including  the  spokesman  for  the  Wilderness  Society,  urged  inclusion 
of  Miller  Canyon  and  Willow  Creek.  Miller  Canyon,  a  3,480-acre  tract 
part  of  the  boundary  proposed  in  S.  714,  would  include  a  heavily 
wooded  gorge  which  offers  excellent  deer  and  boar  hunting.  The 
problem  of  private  inholdings  here  is  of  concern  to  the  Forest  Service, 
but  is  not  an  insurmountable  problem  in  view  of  the  realistic  acquisi¬ 
tion  program  which  the  agency  has  carried  forward  in  other  wilderness 
areas  within  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system. 

A  2,934-acre  unit  on  the  east  side  of  the  proposed  wilderness,  the 
Willow  Creek  area,  contains  a  notably  hospitable  environment  for 
wilderness  camping.  Grassy  openings  on  the  valley  floor  and  the  shade 
of  sycamores  and  oaks  are  Willow  Creek’s  distinctive  features,  which 
make  it  stand  out  even  in  the  striking  Ventana  region.  Boy  Scout 
groups  frequently  visit  Willow  Creek  on  their  first  backpacking  trips. 
Lying  just  outside  the  main  hydrographic  divide,  which  can  be  used 
as  the  boundary  for  much  of  the  proposed  wilderness,  Willow  Creek 
clearly  is  a  logical  part  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  just  as  the  slopes 
above  Lake  Tahoe  are  a  logical  part  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness 
and  have  been  proposed  for  inclusion  in  it  by  the  Forest  Service. 

The  existing  fire  line  on  the  ridge  between  Willow  Creek  and  the 
rest  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  is  not  regarded  as  an  excessive  intru¬ 
sion  on  the  wilderness  scene,  and  it  is  clearly  no  worse  a  disturbance 
than  similar  fire  breaks  in  the  area  proposed  as  wilderness  by  the 
Forest  Service  such  as  those  in  the  vicinity  of  Devils  Peak  and  in 
Lost  Valley.  Rather  than  discard  any  of  these  units  as  wild  rness, 
they  should  be  accepted  as  part  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  and  the 
temporary  disturbance  of  a  fireline  should  be  allowed  to  recover  by 
natural  processes. 

Members  of  the  Forest  Service  have  expressed  to  us  a  concern  that 
use  of  Willow  Creek  by  Scout  groups  might  somehow  be  curtailed 
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by  wilderness  designation.  To  the  contrary,  because  the  experience 
the  Scout  groups  seek  there  is  a  wilderness  one  aimed  at  reaching  the 
skills  of  backpacking  and  wilderness  camping,  there  should  be  no 
conflict.  The  Forest  Service  has  gained  the  confidence  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Society  in  its  wilderness  management  and  protection  programs, 
and  it  will  have  our  full  support  in  furtherance  of  this  most  appropriate 
and  desirable  use  of  the  Willow  Creek  Area.  The  statutory  protection 
afforded  by  the  wilderness  designation  of  the  drainage  is  essential  to 
its  protection  against  the  development  and  road  threats  that  in¬ 
evitably  arise.  Such  intrusions  would  destroy  one  of  the  most  popular 
and  important  opportunities  for  youth  of  nearby  urban  areas  to 
become  acquainted  with  and  fully  experience  wilderness  living. 

The  Wilderness  Society’s  leaders  and  cooperators  who  studied  the 
Ventana  proposal  observed  that  several  adjacent  tracts  are  also 
eligible  for  inclusion  in  the  wilderness  area.  One  area  of  high  value  as 
wilderness  lies  on  the  west  slope  of  the  front  ridge  from  Anderson 
Peak  southward  to  Cone  Peak.  The  canyons  which  dissect  that  west 
slope  would  add  a  more  adequate  sample  of  the  dense  coastal  forest 
environment.  The  area  would  also  afford  view’s  of  the  ocean,  giving 
visitors  the  full  impact  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  in  its  coastal 
setting. 

Toward  Cone  Peak,  the  wilderness  could  be  expanded  on  the 
inland  side  of  the  ridge  to  include  the  headwaters  of  Arroyo  Seco  and 
part  of  the  San  Antonio  River  drainage.  The  most  noticeable  impair¬ 
ment  of  this  area  is  an  old  vehicle  trail  formerly  used  by  military 
tanks. 

With  the  addition  of  Willow  Creek,  the  total  area  of  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  would  be  approximately  97,662  acres.  The  Wilderness 
Society  will  strongly  support  this  legislation  with  such  an  amendment. 
We  also  strongly  urge  the  committee  to  consider  these  important 
additions  that  have  been  proposed  in  the  Cone  Peak  and  west  slope 
areas. 

The  Wilderness  Society  deeply  appreciates  this  opportunity  to 
appear  before  the  committee  and  stands  ready  to  provide  any  addi¬ 
tional  information  the  committee  would  like  as  these  measures  are 
given  further  consideration.  We  urge  that  they  be  favorably  reported 
for  passage  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Brandborg,  for  another  helpful 
statement  and  for  your  suggestions  as  to  inclusion  of  other  areas. 

Senator  Hatfield. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Perhaps  I  have  just  but  one  question  to  ask 
Mr.  Brandborg  this  morning. 

I  first  want  to  commend  you  on  a  very  excellent  statement. 

On  page  7,  the  bottom  of  the  page,  you  talk  about  the  inclusion  of 
the  Willow  Creek  Area,  in  the  Wilderness  Area  and  you  talk  about  the 
existing  fireline  as  not  being  a  serious  disturbance.  Then  you  indicate 
at  the  end  of  your  statement  on  that  page  that  you  believe  that  the 
temporary  disturbance  of  the  fireline  should  be  allowed  to  recover  by 
natural  process. 

I  might  be  wrong  and  perhaps  Mr.  Cliff  could  correct  me,  but  I 
gained  the  impression  that  this  fireline  was  considered  important  by 
the  Forest  Service,  as  part  of  then  general  fire  protection  responsi¬ 
bility.  And  that  they  intended  to  maintain  the  fireline  as  part  of  that 
protective  work. 
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Now,  is  that^  a  correct  interpretation  of  Mr.  Cliff’s  statement? 

Mr.  Worf.  You  are  talking  about  fireline  on  area  G? 

Senator  Hatfield.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Worf.  The  fireline  was  constructed  in  connection  with  an 
older  fireline  It  was  one  we  would  now  maintain  if  the  boundary  re¬ 
mains  the  way  it  is.  It  is  not  an  extremely  critical  fireline  to  us.  It  is 
nonconforming — an  evidence  of  man’s  activity. 

Senator  Hatfield.  But  didn’t  I  understand  one  of  the  reasons  you 
did  not  include  that  area  was  because  of  what  you  felt  to  be  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  a  fireline  there? 

Mr.  Worf.  This  was  the  primary  reason  up  here  [indicating]. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Of  F,  Miller  Creek.  But  not  Willow  Creek? 

Mr.  Worf.  Not  Willow  Creek.  Willow  Creek  is  the  fact  it  is  there,  a 
facility  in  place,  a  nonconforming  one. 

Senator  Hatfield.  The  fireline? 

Mr.  Worf.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Is  that  the  only  reason  you  did  not  include 
|  Willow  Creek? 

Mr.  Worf.  Willow  Creek  is  over  the  divide.  It  is  not  an  essential 
part  of  the  wilderness,  it  is  an  area  that  the  Forest  Service  feels 
should  be  managed  for  back  country  recreation  without  public  roads. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Is  there  other  contiguous  Federal  ownership 
there? 

Mr.  Worf.  Yes.  This  is  all  Forest  Service  owned. 

Senator  Hatfield.  If  I  understand  it  correctly — let  me  reiterate — 
area  G,  Willow  Creek,  the  fireline  that  is  now  there,  is  not  suitable 
to  your  general  overall  fire  protection  and  activity  of  that  area;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Worf.  It  is  the  understanding  I  have  from  the  forest 
supervisor. 

Senator  Hatfield.  So  the  request  made  by  the  Wilderness  Society 
here  would  not  be  in  conflict  with  your  general  responsibility  for  fire 
protection? 

Mr.  Worf.  This  is  the  understanding  I  have;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hatfield.  So  it  is  more  or  less  then  a  natural  geographic 
boundary  you  are  talking  about,  rather  than  any  fire  protection  re¬ 
sponsibility  that  you  feel  would  be  inhibited. 

|  Mr.  Worf.  This  is  correct. 

Mr.  Brandborg.  Senator  Hatfield. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Yes,  sir;  would  you  respond? 

Mr.  Brandborg.  The  local  witnesses  have  some  slides  that  show 
this  fireline.  I  believe  they  will  be  helpful.  The  Wilderness  Act  clearly 
permits  construction  of  these  fire  protection  facilities,  including 
firelines,  where  these  are  essential  for  protection  of  the  area.  We 
would  accept  this  fireline  as  it  exists,  hoping  that  it  may  revegetate 
itself.  If  the  Forest  Service  seeks  to  maintain  it,  this  would  have  to 
be  again  as  the  Forest  Service  has  stated,  a  nonconforming  scar  on 
the  landscape. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Now,  as  I  understand  it,  the  management  plan 
is  to  use  that  area  G,  the  Willow  Creek  area,  as  a  recreation  area.  So 
that  the  Boy  Scout  camping  could  put  up  a  little  more  permanent 
installations  than  they  could  if  it  were  a  wilderness  area.  It  would 
seem  to  me  that  from  the  testimony  that  we  have  so  far,  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  that  out,  as  a  sort  of  a  buffer  zone  and  a  recreation  area, 
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and  then  permit  these  nonconforming  wilderness  uses,  but  still  be 
used  as  a  place  to  move  from,  to  go  into  the  wilderness.  I  wish  you 
would  comment  on  that. 

Mr.  Brandborg.  Essentially,  as  we  see  it,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  area 
is  used  extensively  by  the  Boy  Scouts,  for  satisfaction  of  wilderness- 
tvpe  experiences. 

Senator  Metcalf.  They  could  continue  to  use  it  for  just  exactly 
the  same  thing,  couldn’t  they? 

Mr.  Brandborg.  We  would  hope  this,  but  we  say  that  in  the  process 
of  time,  the  administrative  decisions  as  to  whether  this  area  would  be 
left  roadless  or  not,  brings  us  into  a  questionable  situation. 

In  other  words,  the  local  administrator,  with  no  particular  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  commitments  and  the  discussions  of  today,  could  say: 

Let’s  take  this  portion  of  the  Willow  Creek  drainage  area  G  out  of  a  roadless 
status — 

This  through  administrative  action — 

Let’s  put  a  road  in  there,  let’s  build  extensive  buildings,  let’s  bring  in  hundreds 
of  Scouts  at  a  time,  rather  than  to  place  the  area  in  wilderness  now,  when  we 
have  an  opportunity.  It  is  unique,  it  has  very  impressive  values,  it  has  wilderness, 
it  affords  a  wonderful  opportunity  to  bring  people  into  wilderness  on  the  first-time 
basis,  and  manage  it  so  we  get  dispersion,  perhaps  with  some  of  the  essential 
sanitary  facilities  of  the  type  that  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service  has  described. 

These  facilities  are  being  used  within  some  other  areas  in  the 
wilderness  system  as  a  matter  of  necessity.  We  subscribe  fully  to  the 
policy  of  the  Forest  Service  which  calls  for  minimizing  this  kind  of 
development.  We  think  it  should  be  held  in  check,  and  we  would  again 
encourage  them  to  disperse  this  use  as  much  as  possible.  But  to  avoid 
further  intrusion  in  the  future,  we  would  think,  and  we  would  suggest 
that  this  area  should  be  placed  in  the  wilderness  area  at  this  time. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much,  Mr.  Brandborg,  again, 
for  your  excellent  statement. 

I  do  look  forward  to  seeing  the  slides  this  afternoon,  and  I  hope 
that  you  and  your  representatives  from  the  Forest  Service  will  be 
here  this  afternoon  in  case  we  have  some  other  questions.  Your  full 
statement  will  be  included  at  this  point. 

(The  statement  referred  to  follows:) 

Statement  of  Stewart  M.  Brandborg,  Executive  Director, 

The  Wilderness  Society 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  Stewart  M.  Brandborg,  Executive  Director  of  The  Wilder¬ 
ness  Society.  Formed  in  1935,  the  Society  works  through  educational  means  to 
secure  for  the  American  people  the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of  wilderness. 
The  Society  maintains  its  headquarters  at  729  Fifteenth  Street,  N.W.  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

It  is  gratifying  to  be  here  today  as  the  Committee  takes  an  important  new 
step  in  the  implementation  of  the  Wilderness  Law  of  1964.  From  the  vantage 
point  of  1969  we  can  see  how  far  the  preservation  of  America’s  wilderness  has  come 
in  a  few  short  years,  thanks  to  the  dedicated  efforts  of  the  Congress,  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Branch,  and  of  citizens  throughout  the  country.  We  have  the  milestone  policy 
declaration  of  the  Wilderness  Law,  we  have  a  fine  beginning  of  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System  as  it  applies  to  national  forest  lands,  and  we  have 
a  bold  start  on  wilderness  preservation  in  the  national  wildlife  refuges.  But  indeed 
“what  is  past  is  prologue,”  because  many  of  the  areas  which  are  eligible  for  in¬ 
clusion  in  the  Wilderness  System  still  lack  the  full  protection  they  will  receive 
upon  their  designation  as  wilderness  and  placement  in  the  System  by  Acts  of 
Congress. 
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Some  of  these  areas  already  have  been  studied  by  the  responsible  land-managing 
agencies  and  have  been  the  subject  of  administrative  hearings  in  the  field  at  which 
citizens  presented  their  recommendations.  Some  already  have  been  referred  to  the 
Congress.  We  anticipate  that  reports  on  a  number  of  others  will  be  submitted  to 
the  Congress  by  the  President  later  this  year.  Other  potential  units  of  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System  have  not  yet  been  given  study  by  the  agencies 
but  are  scheduled  for  review  by  1974,  the  deadline  set  by  the  Wilderness  Law  for 
reports  to  Congress  on  the  results  of  studies  of  wilderness  in  the  Primitive  Areas 
of  the  National  Forests  and  in  many  units  of  the  National  Park  System  and  the 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  System.  There  are,  in  addition,  other  tracts  of  de  facto 
wilderness  which  will  be  studied  by  citizen  conservationists  as  potential  additions 
to  the  Wilderness  System,  such  as  the  proposed  Lincoln-Scapegoat  Wilderness  in 
Montana. 

The  Wilderness  Society,  its  members  and  its  cooperators  have  been  active 
throughout  the  country  in  conferring  with  the  agencies  that  administer  our 
nation’s  wilderness  resources,  suggesting  improvements  where  we  think  they  are 
necessary,  and  supporting  the  agencies  in  carrying  out  their  responsibilities  under 
the  Wilderness  Law.  As  one  would  expect  of  such  a  new  piogram,  the  initial 
efforts  by  the  agencies  have  had  their  weaknesses  as  well  as  their  strengths,  but 
the  salient  fact  is  that  the  wilderness  program  is  steadily  moving  ahead,  unfalter¬ 
ing.  The  cooperation  between  citizen  conservationists  and  the  Forest  Service  has 
been  productive  of  agreement  on  many  proposals.  In  like  manner,  the  desire  of 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  through  the  years  to  take  the  best 
from  the  agencies  and  the  best  from  citizens  has  resulted  in  a  history  of  out¬ 
standing  conservation  legislation. 

As  we  all  recognize,  there  is  a  tendency  in  the  agencies  to  rely  on  general 
guidelines  and  on  broad  policy  formulations  that  sometimes  prevent  the  agency 
from  being  sensitive  to  the  requirements  of  a  particular  case.  Where  this  happens 
it  is  the  citizen’s  role  to  advocate  a  remedy.  This  is  true  especially  in  cases  affecting 
wilderness  because  the  qualities  of  wilderness  do  not  yield  to  technical  analysis 
as  readily  as  do,  say,  timber  values,  yet  are  far  more  scarce  and  more  difficult 
to  preserve  than  the  usual  commodity  resources. 

So  we  find  ourselves  again  before  this  distinguished  Committee  to  contribute 
the  results  of  our  studies  and  of  our  competence  in  matters  affecting  wilderness. 

DESOLATION  WILDERNESS  AREA 

The  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness,  situated  in  the  bright,  glacier-scoured 
granite  country  of  the  Sierra  Nevada,  exemplifies  the  constructive  cooperation  of 
the  Forest  Service  and  citizen  groups.  A  result  of  studies  and  consultation  over 
many  years’  time,  the  agency’s  proposal  calls  for  a  wilderness  of  63,469  acres, 
comprising  the  40,744-acre  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  in  the  Eldorado 
National  Forest  and  lands  adjacent  which  have  the  same  remoteness  and  wild 
character. 

One  of  the  wilderness  tracts  in  the  High  Sierras  most  popular  with  backpackers 
and  cross-country  skiers,  the  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness  contains  more  than 
100  lakes,  many  of  them  unnamed,  dotted  among  the  clean  granite  surfaces  and 
sparsely  vegetated  peaks  west  of  Lake  Tahoe.  Much  of  the  area  is  bare  rock, 
interspersed  with  scattered  stands  of  fir  and  alpine  meadows  which  offer  a  fine 
display  of  flowers  in  summer.  Several  mountain  peaks  exceed  9,000  feet  in  eleva¬ 
tion  and  afford  long  vistas  overlooking  many  miles  of  the  High  Sierra  and,  on  a 
typical  clear  day,  even  as  far  as  the  Central  Valleys.  Wildlife  of  the  area  includes 
deer,  black  bear,  and  many  species  of  small  mammals  and  birds.  Trout  in  the  lakes 
and  streams  are  sought  by  many  anglers. 

The  inclusion  by  S.  713  of  lands  not  in  the  existing  Primitive  Area  will  extend 
wilderness  protection  to  adjoining  lands  having  qualities  equally  as  wild  as  those 
of  the  Primitive  Area  and  which  already  are  serving  the  purposes  of  wilderness. 
The  boundary  extends  beyond  the  hydrographic  divide  on  all  sides.  On  the  west 
side  of  the  Crystal  Range,  the  wilderness  will  include  excellent  samples  of  red  fir 
forest,  not  previously  protected  by  any  designation.  On  the  east  side,  the  wilder¬ 
ness  will  take  in  the  peaks  which  loom  above  Lake  Tahoe,  thus  preserving  an 
attractive  natural  backdrop  for  the  city-like  resort  developments  on  the  lake.  In 
places  there  and  in  the  Echo  Lakes  Area,  the  wilderness  boundary  comes  down 
from  the  hydrographic  divide — the  ridges  which  encircle  the  interior  valleys — to 
within  a  half-mile  of  existing  public  highways,  including  slopes  exposed  to  view 
from  outside  the  wilderness.  The  Wilderness  Society  endorses  this  boundary 
concept,  which  was  evident  also  in  the  San  Gabriel  Wilderness  approved  by  the 
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90th  Congress.  Such  an  inclusive  boundary  gives  a  full  measure  of  protection  to 
the  available  wild  lands  and,  by  implication,  stresses  the  value  of  wilderness  to 
the  many  citizens  who  may  never  venture  within  it  but  who  view  it  from  a  dis¬ 
tance  and  appreciate  it  as  part  of  their  scenic  environment. 

The  proposed  wilderness  will  protect  the  headwaters  of  streams  which  provide 
water  for  cities  as  far  west  as  Sacramento  and  for  the  communities  on  Lake 
Tahoe.  The  intensity  of  public  use  in  sections  of  this  back  country  has  caused 
deterioration  of  some  of  the  better  known  campsites.  The  Forest  Service  should 
be  encouraged  and  supported  in  its  efforts  to  promote  dispersion  of  these  con¬ 
centrations  of  visitors  either  by  assigning  wilderness  patrolmen  to  the  area  or 
by  restricting  the  number  of  persons  permitted  to  camp  at  certain  sites. 

The  Desolation  Wilderness  will  be  part  of  the  northern  Sierra  Nevada  recrea¬ 
tional  region.  This  region  offers  a  spectacular  variety  of  recreation  opportunities 
within  200  miles  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area  and  within  45  miles  of  Reno, 
Nevada.  In  addition  to  the  recreation  associated  with  wilderness,  the  spectrum 
includes  such  outdoor-oriented  recreation  in  nearby  areas  as  auto  camping,  sight¬ 
seeing  by  car,  water  sports,  hunting  and  skiing.  Overnight  facilities  in  convenient 
proximity  to  the  proposed  wilderness  area  vary  from  primitive  campsites,  auto 
campgrounds  and  summer  cottages  to  the  more  urban  accommodations  of  resorts 
and  motels.  The  wilderness  of  Desolation  Valley  will  be  an  important  part  of 
this  recreation  complex,  both  for  its  own  unique  values  as  wilderness  and  for 
the  wild  values  it  contributes  indirectly  to  recreation  in  the  surrounding  region. 

Two  artificial  impoundments  exist  within  the  proposed  wilderness.  One,  Lake 
Aloha,  is  over  100  years  old.  The  other,  Rubicon  Reservoir,  authorized  in  1958, 
was  built  by  the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utilities  District  over  the  strong  opposi¬ 
tion  of  conservationists,  inundating  the  area  known  as  Onion  Flat.  Water  from 
Rubicon  Reservoir  is  diverted  by  tunnel  through  Rockbound  Lake,  which 
retains  its  natural  level,  and  thence  downstream  out  of  the  wilderness  to  power 
generating  plants.  No  motorized  equipment  is  used  in  maintaining  the  dam,  and 
the  construction  sites  have  been  scarified  to  promote  the  restoration  of  natural 
vegetative  cover.  Dedication  of  the  area  as  wilderness  will  serve  to  protect  its 
fragile  watershed,  thus  benefiting  downstream  water  users. 

VENTANA  WILDERNESS  AREA 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  takes  in  a  highly  varied  region  in  the 
Santa  Lucia  Range,  paralleling  the  Big  Sur  coast  of  Monterey  County.  Lying  in  the 
Los  Padres  National  Forest  just  behind  the  front  line  of  the  Coast  Range,  the 
proposed  wilderness  contains  a  magnificent  system  of  mountain  ridges,  peaks  and 
valleys.  The  range  of  climate  within  even  so  small  an  area  is  indicated  by  the 
presence  of  high-rainfall  vegetation  in  the  western  section,  including  redwoods 
and  the  Santa  Lucia  fir  (found  only  here  in  the  Santa  Lucia  Range),  and  the 
contrasting  chaparral  in  the  drier  eastern  sections,  in  the  “rain  shadow.”  Deer, 
wild  boar,  golden  eagles,  and  many  other  birds  and  small  mammals  inhabit  the 
area. 

The  craggy  wilderness  of  the  Ventana  country  and  its  mild  winter  weather  make 
the  area  popular  to  visit  in  winter,  when  most  of  the  Sierra  Nevada  is  covered  by 
snow.  Within  100  miles  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  population,  yet  wild  as  few 
places  are  along  the  coast,  the  Ventana  Wilderness  has  an  extraordinary  potential 
and  importance  among  wilderness  areas  in  California. 

It  has  had  its  influence  too  on  the  entire  English-speaking  world  through  the 
works  of  the  poet  Robinson  Jeffers,  who  lived  on  the  Big  Sur  coast,  and  whose  [ 
poetry  refers  often  to  locations  in  the  proposed  wilderness  and  evokes  the  spirit  of 
the  place. 

^  Three  main  rivers  drain  the  wilderness — the  Big  Sur  and  Little  Sur  Rivers,  the 
Carmel  River,  and  Arroyo  Seco.  Although  little  of  the  area  is  visible  from  main 
highways,  a  glimpse  up  the  Big  Sur  River,  where  it  cuts  through  the  coastal  ridge 
from  the  wilderness  behind,  gives  many  sightseers  a  lasting  and  valued  impression 
of  the  Coast  Range,  and  its  remaining  wild  regions.  Wildness  has  not  fared  well 
in  the  southern  coast  ranges;  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  the  San  Rafael  Wilderness  j 
140  miles  south,  and  Pinnacles  National  Monument  40  miles  east  are  the  major 
remnants  of  the  region. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness  as  proposed  in  S.  714  would  consist  of  some  55,000 
acres  of  the  existing  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  an  administrative  designation  dating 
back  to  1931,  and  39,728  acres  adjoining  it  which  are  already  serving  purposes  of 
wilderness.  Forming  an  integral  part  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  the  added  tract 
includes  the  upper  portions  of  the  Big  Sur  River  drainage  and  other  smaller  1 
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drainages,  terminating  on  the  south  just  beyond  Arroyo  Seco,  a  stream  which  has 
a  spectacular  wild  gorge,  where  rock  walls  rise  fifty  feet  above  quiet  pools. 

At  the  field  hearing  held  by  the  Forest  Service  in  Salinas  on  June  7,  1967,  and 
in  written  comments  in  the  hearing  record,  most  citizen  groups  and  individuals 
recommended  substantial  additions  to  the  Forest  Service  proposal.  The  pre¬ 
ponderant  majority  of  witnesses,  including  the  spokesman  for  The  Wilderness 
Society,  urged  inclusion  of  Miller  Canyon  and  Willow  Creek.  Miller  Canyon,  a 
3,4S0-acre  tract  part  of  the  boundary  proposed  in  S.  714,  would  include  a  heavily 
wooded  gorge  which  offers  excellent  deer  and  boar  hunting.  The  problem  of 
private  inlioldings  here  is  of  concern  to  the  Forest  Service,  but  is  not  an  insur¬ 
mountable  problem  in  view  of  the  realistic  acquisition  program  which  the  agency 
has  carried  forward  in  other  Wilderness  Areas  within  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System. 

A  2,934-acre  unit  on  the  oast  side  of  the  proposed  wilderness,  the  Willow  Creek 
area  contains  a  notably  hospitable  environment  for  wilderness  camping.  Grassy 
openings  on  the  valley  floor  and  the  shade  of  sycamores  and  oaks  are  Willow 
Creek’s  distinctive  features,  which  make  it  stand  out  even  in  the  striking  Ventana 
region.  Boy  Scout  groups  frequently  visit  Willow  Creek  on  their  first  back¬ 
packing  trips.  Lying  just  outside  the  main  hydrographic  divide,  which  can  be 
used  as  the  boundary  for  much  of  the  proposed  wilderness,  Willow  Creek  clearly 
is  a  logical  part  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  just  as  the  slopes  above  Lako  Tahoe 
are  a  logical  part  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  and  have  been  proposed  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  it  by  the  Forest  Service. 

The  existing  fire  line  on  the  ridge  between  Willow  Creek  and  the  rest  of  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  is  not  regarded  as  an  excessive  intrusion  on  the  wilderness 
scene,  and  it  is  clearly  no  worse  a  disturbance  than  similar  fire  breaks  in  the 
area  proposed  as  wilderness  by  the  Forest  Service  such  as  those  in  the  vicinity  of 
Devils  Peak  and  in  Lost  Valley.  Rather  than  discard  any  of  these  units  as  wilder¬ 
ness,  they  should  be  accepted  as  part  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  and  the  temporary 
disturbance  of  a  fire  line  should  be  allowed  to  recover  by  natural  processes. 

Members  of  the  Forest  Service  have  expressed  to  us  a  concern  that  use  of  Willow 
Creek  by  Scout  groups  might  somehow  be  curtailed  by  wilderness  designation. 
To  the  contrary,  because  the  experience  the  Scout  groups  seek  there  is  a  wilderness 
one  aimed  at  teaching  the  skills  of  backpacking  and  wilderness  camping,  there 
should  be  no  conflict.  The  Forest  Service  has  gained  the  confidence  of  The  Wilder¬ 
ness  Society  in  its  wilderness  management  and  protection  programs,  and  it  will 
have  our  full  support  in  furtherance  of  this  most  appropriate  and  desirable  use  of 
the  Willow  Creek  area.  The  statutory  protection  afforded  by  the  wilderness  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  drainage  is  essential  to  its  protection  against  the  development  and 
road  threats  that  inevitably  arise.  Such  intrusions  would  destroy  one  of  the  most 
popular  and  important  opportunities  for  youth  of  nearby  urban  areas  to  become 
acquainted  with  and  fully  experience  wilderness  living. 

The  Wilderness  Society’s  leaders  and  cooperators  who  studied  the  Ventana 
proposal  observed  that  several  adjacent  tracts  are  also  eligible  for  inclusion  in 
the  Wilderness  Area.  One  area  of  high  value  as  wilderness  lies  on  the  west  slope  of 
the  front  ridge  from  Anderson  Peak  southward  to  Cone  Peak.  The  canyons  which 
dissect  that  west  slope  would  add  a  more  adequate  sample  of  the  dense  coastal 
forest  environment.  The  area  would  also  afford  views  of  the  ocean,  giving  visitors 
the  full  impact  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  in  its  coastal  setting. 

Toward  Cone  Peak,  the  wilderness  could  be  expanded  on  the  inland  side  of  the 
ridge  to  include  the  headwaters  of  Arroyo  Seco  and  part  of  the  San  Antonio  River 
drainage.  The  most  noticeable  impairment  of  this  area  is  an  old  vehicle  trail 
formerly  used  by  military  tanks. 

With  the  addition  of  Willow  Creek  the  total  area  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
would  be  approximately  97,662  acres.  The  Wilderness  Society  will  strongly  support 
this  legislation  with  such  an  amendment.  We  also  strongly  urge  the  Committee 
to  consider  these  important  additions  that  have  been  proposed  in  the  Cone  Peak 
and  west  slope  areas. 

The  Wilderness  Society  deeply  appreciates  this  opportunity  to  appear  before 
the  Committee  and  stands  ready  to  provide  any  additional  information  the  Com¬ 
mittee  would  like  as  these  measures  are  given  further  consideration.  We  urge  that 
they  be  favorably  reported  for  passage  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Mr.  Timothy  V.  A.  Dillon  has  filed  a  statement 
in  behalf  of  the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District  regarding 
the  desolation  wilderness  proposal.  Without  objection,  it  will  be 
included  in  the  hearing  record  at  this  point. 
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(The  statement  referred  to  follows:) 

Statement  of  Timothy  V.  A.  Dillon  in  Behalf  of  Sacramento  Municipal 

Utility  District 

The  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District  is  a  public  body  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  California  Municipal  Utility  District  Act.  It  supplies 
electric  power  to  a  service  area  of  656  square  miles  which  includes  California’s 
Capital  City  of  Sacramento. 

In  1959  the  District  initiated  construction  of  its  $200  million  Upper  American 
River  Project.  That  hydropower  project,  which  was  licensed  by  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  now  contributes  some  600,000  kw  of  power  to  the  District’s  system. 
To  satisfy  the  dramatic  growth  in  power  consumption  within  its  service  area  the 
District  is  presently  constructing  an  800,000  kw  nuclear  power  generating  plant 
on  a  2100  acre  site  it  purchased  east  of  the  City  of  Sacramento.  Power  generated 
at  that  facility,  which  is  scheduled  for  operation  early  in  1973,  will  be  integrated 
with  the  output  of  the  hydrogenerated  power  at  its  Upper  American  River 
Project. 

The  District’s  existing  hydropower  project  consists  of  a  unified  scheme  of 
reservoirs,  tunnels,  and  penstocks  constructed  on  the  western  scope  of  the  high 
Sierra  Mountains.  The  facilities  comprising  the  project  extend  from  an  elevation 
of  nearly  7,000  feet  down  to  approximately  1,000  feet.  The  water  is  collected  in 
reservoirs  and  tunnels  at  various  levels  and  dropped  via  penstocks  through  the 
powerhouses.  The  system  is  designed  so  that  the  water  is  reused  many  times  to 
generate  power. 

The  highest  elevation  features  of  the  District’s  hydroproject  are  a  tunnel  and 
dam  located  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area, 
which  S.  713  would  designate  as  the  Desolation  Wilderness.  In  fact,  one-third  of 
the  total  water  supply  for  the  entire  Upper  American  River  Project  comes  off 
the  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness.  Thus,  the  facilities  within  the  area  are  vital 
components  of  the  entire  scheme. 

The  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District  is  anxious  to  have  it  made  clear  in 
the  legislation  that  (1)  the  designation  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  will  not  alter 
the  Federal  Power  Commission’s  jurisdiction  over  the  District’s  licensed  project 
and  (2)  the  right  of  the  District  to  continue  present  practices  relating  to  the 
maintenance,  inspection  and  regular  and  emergency  repair  procedures  will  be 
preserved. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  clarification  requested  can  be  accomplished  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  section  as  follows  at  the  end  of  S.  713: 

“Sec.  5.  The  enactment  of  this  Act  shall  not  alter  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  over  existing  hydroelectric  projects  Avithin  the  Desolation 
Wilderness,  or  the  right  of  the  owners  or  operators  of  hydroelectric  projects, 
dams,  reservoirs  or  water  systems  and  related  facilities  to  utilize  aircraft  and  other 
means  of  access  in  emergencies  and  for  inspection,  maintenance  and  repair.” 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Avhich  was  included  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  by  Senator  Kuchel  when  he  introduced  a  bill  similar  to  S.  713 
last  year  contained  a  statement  to  the  effect  that  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction 
would  not  be  altered. 

As  indicated  earlier,  one-third  of  the  water  supply  utilized  by  this  $200  million 
hydroelectric  p2'oject  enters  the  scheme  through  the  features  of  the  Upper  Ameri¬ 
can  River  Project  located  within  the  proposed  monument.  Any  damage  to  those 
facilities  can  seriously  affect  the  vital  po\Arer  generating  ability  of  the  entire 
project.  For  this  reason,  the  District  assigns  the  highest  priority  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  those  facilities  in  top  operating  condition.  This  concern  is  an  outgrowth 
of  the  District’s  awareness  of  its  reliance  on  them  in  order  to  continue  to  fulfill 
the  responsibility  of  furnishing  electricity  to  a  large  metropolitan  and  surrounding 
rural  area  in  northern  California. 

The  amendment  would  not  authorize  construction  of  new  facilities  nor  the 
enlargement  of  existing  ones.  Neither  would  it  expand  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  It  would,  in  short,  do  nothing  incompatible  with  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  the  Wilderness  Act.  Its  sole  purpose  is  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  is  preser\’ed  and  assure  the  electric 
consumers  within  the  District’s  service  area  that  their  right  to  reliable  electric 
service  will  not  be  imperiled.  To  put  it  another  way  the  suggested  amendment’s 
primary  purpose  is  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  general  public  in  the  District’s 
service  area. 
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Senator  Metcalf.  I  am  going  to  recess  the  hearing  right  now, 
and  we  will  reconvene,  if  we  get  permission  to  sit,  and  1  am  sure  we 
will,  at  2  o’clock. 

(Whereupon,  at  12:20  p.m.,  the  committee  recessed,  to  reconvene 
at  2  p.m.  of  the  same  day.) 

AFTERNOON  SESSION 

Senator  Metcalf.  The  subcommittee  will  he  in  order. 

We  will  resume  the  hearing  on  S.  713  and  S.  714,  to  include  certain 
lands  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

The  first  witness  this  afternoon  is  Mr.  Rudd  Crawford  of  the 
Sierra  Club.  Mr.  Crawford,  we  are  very  pleased  to  have  you  here. 

Mr.  Crawford.  I  am  very  pleased  to  be  here  and  I  feel  very 
fortunate. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much. 

|  STATEMENT  OF  RUDD  CRAWFORD,  VENTANA  CHAPTER,  SIERRA 

CLUB 

Mr.  Crawford.  I  am  Rudd  Crawford.  I  live  in  Pebble  Beach, 
Calif.  I  represent  the  Sierra  Club  and  the  Ventana  chapter  whose 
membership  is  over  1,100  persons  living  in  Monterey  County.  I  am 
serving  as  chapter  chairman  for  the  third  year,  and  I  have  been  on 
the  executive  committee  since  the  chapter  was  formed  just  over  5 
years  ago. 

I  have  been  hiking  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest  for  the  last 
12  years.  I  have  backpacked  into  this  area  for  short  and  extended 
trips,  and  have  been  in  53  of  the  70  to  80  Forest  Service  camps.  I 
have  hiked  over  all  the  main  trails  and  a  majority  of  the  other  trails, 
and  have  gone,  sometimes,  cross  country.  Some  of  the  members  of 
our  chapter  have  been  into  this  area  even  more  than  I  have,  and  so 
I  feel  that  we  know  the  area  well. 

I  have  four  topics  to  discuss: 

First,  I  speak  for  all  of  us  when  I  say  that  we  endorse  the  enlarged 
boundaries,  which  have  been  proposed  by  the  Forest  Service,  to  the 
present  primitive  area.  When  you  approve  this  proposal,  which  we 
|  hope  you  will  do,  you  will  have  established  a  wilderness  area  of  94,729 
acres.  We  have  worked  with  the  Forest  Service  since  shortly  after  the 
passage  of  the  wilderness  bill,  to  help  them  where  needed.  We  have 
never  had  any  major  differences  of  opinion  with  them,  and  the  minor 
ones  have  been  settled  without  difficulty,  and  so  we  support  this 
Forest  Service  proposal. 

Second,  an  area  omitted  from  the  original  proposal,  perhaps  inad¬ 
vertently,  is  Willow  Creek — an  area  of  2,934  acres.  This  long,  straight 
valley  has  many  inviting  meadows,  suitable  for  camping,  with  mag¬ 
nificent  oaks  and  sycamores.  Inclusion  of  this  drainage  provides  a 
more  prominent  ridge  for  the  boundary.  There  are  no  roads  there, 
only  trails  and  a  campsite  with  year-round  water.  We  would  be 
distressed  if  a  road  or  a  manmade  development  were  put  in  here. 
There  have  been  no  changes  made  by  man  in  Willow  Creek  except 
trails  and  the  campsite,  so  it  is  truly  in  its  primitive  condition. 

Third,  the  statement  in  the  proposal  about  the  wilderness  values 
in  the  entire  area  is  excellent.  It  is  a  mountainous  region  with  several 
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steep-walled  canyons,  mountains  as  high  as  4,800  feet,  and  several 
spectacular  gorges.  There  are  narrow  wooded  glens,  some  with  small 
pools  and  streams.  There  are  pockets  of  redwoods,  madrones,  and 
ponderosa  pines,  while  up  on  the  ridges  are  the  rare  Santa  Lucia  fir, 
Coulter  pines  with  their  giant  cones,  Digger  pines,  incense  cedar,  and 
several  varieties  of  deciduous  oaks.  There  are  no  extensive  stands  of 
these  trees,  and  the  terrain  is  so  steep  and  rough  that  it  is  not  adaptable 
for  logging. 

I  wish  you  could  see  the  meadows  when  the  lupine  is  out,  and  the 
ceanothis  on  the  brush-covered  mountainsides,  and  the  madrone  and 
toyon  berries  during  the  Christmas  season,  and  the  Indian  paint 
brush  and  the  yucca  in  bloom. 

There  are  deer  in  these  mountains  and  the  Russian  wild  boar  were 
planted  there  about  1915  and  they  have  thrived.  There  is  also  a  rare 
bobcat  and  mountain  lion. 

So  this  area  is  excellent  for  hiking,  camping,  hunting,  and  fishing, 
as  well  as  an  ideal  place  to  study  fauna  and  flora. 

Fourth,  there  are  no  competing  uses  for  this  land.  Timber  is  not 
commercially  available,  but  is  fine  for  recreational  enjoyment.  There 
is  no  grazing  of  cattle  or  sheep.  The  meadows  are  so  widely  separated 
and  so  small  that  cattle  could  not  be  maintained  here,  so  the  forage 
is  for  wildlife  only.  The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  have  made  a  mineral  survey  and  this  shows  that  there  are  no 
minerals  of  any  economic  possibility.  In  the  early  days,  homesteaders 
settled  here  and  there  trying  to  make  a  living  from  the  land,  but 
all  of  them  have  left,  leaving  a  few  fruit  trees  on  some  hillsides  and 
tumbled-down  cabins. 

Furthermore,  this  area  containing  the  Carmel  River,  is  the  entire 
watershed  for  the  more  than  100,000  residents  of  the  Monterey 
Peninsula.  It  also  contains  the  Arroyo  Seco  River  which  is  important 
for  the  water  supply  for  the  Salinas  Valley  and  its  irrigation.  It  is  the 
watershed  for  the  Big  Sur  and  Little  Sur  Rivers.  These  watersheds 
are  very  important  to  us  because  of  the  long,  dry  summer  seasons. 

Eventually  a  dam  will  be  built  on  the  Arroyo  Seco  River.  The 
county  supervisors  had  an  independent  engineering  firm  study  and 
evaluate  possible  sites  for  a  dam.  This  firm  recommended  a  dam  far 
enough  downstream  so  that  impounded  waters  would  not  touch  any 
of  the  wilderness  area.  They  studied  the  only  two  possible  sites — 
one  downstream  and  the  other  near  the  gorge  upstream.  The  down¬ 
stream  site  would  cdst  $11  million,  including  land  acquisition,  and  the 
gorge  site  would  cost  $22  million.  It  is  obvious  that  the  downstream 
site  would  be  purchased.  It  would  have  the  additional  value  of  fishing 
and  boating  on  the  lake,  which  the  gorge  site  would  not  permit  because 
of  limited  access.  So,  we  do  not  see  this  as  a  competing  use. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  indicated  to  you  that  we  support  the  Forest 
Service  proposal.  I  have  also  explained  why  the  Willow  Creek  area  of 
2,934  acres  should  be  added. 

I  hope  I  have  conveyed  to  you  some  of  our  feelings  about  the  out¬ 
standing  value  of  this  area  to  people  who  wish  to  get  into  the  wilder¬ 
ness  and  enjoy  its  beauty.  I  am  not  talking  only  for  the  people  of  1 
Monterey  County,  but  also  about  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area  with 
its  4  million  people  who  are  heavy  users  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness. 
Use  of  this  area  during  the  fire  season  requires  a  permit;  even  so 
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recreational  use  of  the  primitive  area  has  tripled  in  the  last  6  years  to 
an  estimated  22,600  visitor-days  each  year. 

Fortunately  there  are  no  competing;  uses  for  this  area — no  lumber, 
no  grazing,  and  no  mining  interests.  I  have  no  doubt  you  will  quickly 
give  your  approval  to  Senate  bill  714. 

I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  make  this  presentation  to  you,  and 
I  will  be  glad  to  answer  any  questions  if  you  have  them.  I  have  some 
pictures  here  and  some  slides  as  well,  if  you  have  a  few  minutes 
and  care  to  see  them. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  want  to  see  the  slides  and  I  am  very  interested 
on  seeing  your  pictures. 

Would  you  wait  just  a  minute?  Senator  Hatfield  is  coming  in  and 
I  know  he  would  want  to  see  them. 

(Slides  and  pictures  of  the  area  were  presented  by  Mr.  Crawford.) 

Senator  Metcalf.  Now,  you  have  emphasized  very  dramatically, 
graphically  pointed  out  the  benefits  of  the  Willow  Creek  area.  You 
have  not  said  anything  about  the  Miller  Fork  area. 

Mr.  Crawford.  We  went  into  this  deeply  with  the  Forest  Service 
and  this  is  one  of  the  areas  where  we  felt  they  had  a  strong  point, 
and  we  would  not  push  for  Miller  Fork. 

Senator  Hatfield.  You  at  least  concur? 

Mr.  Crawford.  Right.  We  concur  with  them  on  this.  This  is  one 
of  the  major  points  of  argument,  but  as  I  say,  we  resolved  this  before 
the  bill  came  up. 

Senator  Metcalf.  On  the  other  hand,  you  feel  that  the  Willow 
Creek  area  has  sufficient  wilderness  values  that  it  warrants  inclusion 
in  the  wilderness? 

Mr.  Crawford.  Very  much  so.  We  feel  that  since  fire  is  not  a 
problem,  that  ridge  on  the  north  border,  including  Willow  Creek,  is  a 
more  prominent  ridge  and  would  be  even  better  for  fire  protection, 
and  we  feel  that  the  Willow  Creek  itself  deserves  more  wilderness 
status;  yes. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Would  you  leave  these  pictures  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  reference,  and  if  you  want  them,  I  will  ask  the  staff  to 
return  them  to  you  after  action  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  Crawford.  If  they  will  be  useful  to  you  as  a  committee,  be 
our  guest.  We  would  be  glad  for  you  to  have  them. 

Senator  Metcalf.  I  feel  other  members  of  the  committee,  in 
markup  on  this  bill  and  discussion,  would  appreciate  seeing  the 
pictures.  So  I  will  ask  that  they  be  returned  when  they  are  no  longer 
needed. 

Any  questions? 

Senator  Hatfield.  This  Willow  Creek  inclusion,  which  seems  to 
be  coming  to  the  focus  of  the  decisionmaking  for  the  committee,  there 
were  two  things  I  understood  from  Mr.  Cliff’s  testimony.  One  was 
that  there  was  a  fire  trail  there,  fire  barrier,  and  then  later  that  was 
really  not  an  obstacle  in  the  minds  of  the  Forest  Service. 

Secondly,  there  was  the  matter  of  whether  it  was  easily  controlled 
access  in  terms  of  the  administration  of  the  Wilderness  Act.  Would 
you  care  to  comment  on  that  second  point,  and  again,  1  am  giving 
you  this  by  recall  only,  but  it  did  seem  to  me  there  was  a  serious 
question  raised  by  the  Forest  Service  about  whether  this  really  lent 
itself  to  inclusion  because  of  it  being  somewhat  separated  by  the 
contour  and  the  geography  of  the  area. 
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Mr.  Crawford.  May  I  point  to  the  top  of  the  map? 

Senator  Hatfield.  Yes. 

Mr.  Crawford  (at  the  map).  There  is  a  Forest  Service  camp  right 
here  and  there  is  a  Scout  camp  there.  The  trail  goes  along  this  area 
that  we  have  not  included  in  the  wilderness  proposal.  We  do  not  join 
it  until  at  this  point.  This  area  would  give  whatever  control  is  needed 
and  we  feel  the  ridge  along  here,  as  we  have  proposed,  is  a  more 
prominent  boundary  than  the  one  the  Forest  Service  has  proposed. 

So  that  as  far  as  difficulty  of  control,  there  is  this  much  distance  in 
here  for  the  disappearing  of  the  casual  Sunday-type  picnicker  who 
might  litter  the  area  but  I  cannot  see  how,  being  this  close,  because 
the  Forest  Service  land  extends  here.  Further  down  there  is  at  least 
one  more  camp.  Up  the  other  trail,  there  are  two  or  three  more 
camps,  all  on  roads  well  away  from  the  national  wilderness  area  itself. 

So  as  a  layman,  I  cannot  see  how  there  woidd  be  an  administrative 
or  control  problem  if  this  area  were  included  in  the  proposal. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Because  I  believe,  as  Miss  McGinnis  pointed 
out,  the  Boy  Scout  utilization  of  this  area  is  certainly  not  to  be  frowned  i 
upon.  In  other  words,  they  have  an  opportunity  here  for  camping 
and  other  outdoor  sports. 

Mr.  Crawford.  The  Scouts  do  use  this  area  from  several  points 
of  access. 

Senator  Hatfield.  But  this  is  not  offensive,  even  to  the  wilderness 
idea,  is  it? 

Mr.  Craw'ford.  No ;  in  fact  it  is  an  addition  because  we  are  teaching 
these  young  fellows  to  see  the  real  wilderness.  In  fact,  they  want  the 
wilderness  and  they  do  respect  it. 

Senator  Hatfield.  I  did  not  understand  either,  if  I  might  refer 
back,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  forestry  representative. 

There  was  not  the  problem  of  private  lands  acquisition  in  the 
Willow  Creek  area  and  there  was  no  other  great  problem  except  the 
fireline  and  the  natural  boundary.  Were  those  the  only  reasons  why 
it  was  not  included? 

Mr.  Worf.  This  is  correct.  We  felt  this  should  still  be  managed  as 
a  roadless  area,  that  its  primary  value  was  recreation,  that  we  could 
do  a  few  things  in  here  to  increase  its  capacity  for  this  kind  of  use.  It 
was  a  case  primarily  where  we  already  had  this  rather  small  fireline 
and  the  other  uses  that  we  felt  would  be  made  of  this  area,  which  ' 
would  not  detract  from  the  wilderness  itself. 

Senator  Hatfield.  Do  I  detect  there  is  no  really  strong  opposition 
if  it  were  included,  that  is,  no  strong  opposition  from  the  forestry 
department  if  it  were  included  by  action  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  Worf.  I  think  it  would  be  safe  to  say  we  could  administer  either 
way.  We  felt  this  was  the  best  use  of  the  land.  We  have  a  large  photo¬ 
graph  here  that  shows  area  G,  and  the  fireline. 

Senator  Metcalf.  If  you  will  leave  that  for  us,  it  will  be  a  valuable 
reference,  not  only  for  us  but  for  discussion  during  the  executive 
committee. 

Mr.  Worf.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatfield.  One  further  question.  Do  you  agree  that  there 
is  also  a  natural  boundary  line  at  the  outer  most  part  of  that  blue  area, 
the  Willow  Creek  area? 
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Mr.  V  orf.  4  es;  tliere  is  a  prominent  ridge  that  comes  down  between 
Willow  Creek  and  Tassajara  Creek  here  and  drops  off  at  the  fork  of 
Tassajara  Creek. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much,  Senator. 

I  hank  you,  Mr.  Crawford,  for  your  testimony  and  your  presenta¬ 
tion  and  your  pictures.  I  will  see  that  the  ones  you  filed  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  are  returned. 

Mr.  Crawford.  Thank  you  very  much  for  letting  me  appear. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Now  we  have  another  Sierra  Club  witness  on 
the  other  area  that  is  before  us — the  Desolation  Wilderness. 

Mr.  Gerstung,  we  are  delighted  to  have  you. 

STATEMENT  OF  ERIC  G.  GERSTUNG,  REPRESENTING  SIERRA  CLUB 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  PROPOSED  DESOLATION  WILDERNESS 

Mr.  Gerstung.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  name  is  Eric  K.  Gerstung. 
I  live  in  Sacramento,  Calif.  I  am  speaking  on  behalf  of  some  71,000 
members  of  the  Sierra  Club,  the  Mother  Lode,  and  also  the  chapter 
which  covers  the  area  under  consideration.  An  organization  founded 
in  1892  by  John  Muir  for  the  primary  purpose  of  protecting  wilderness 
and  natural  values  in  the  Sierra  Nevada.  Today’s  hearing  involves  a 
portion  of  the  Sierra  Nevada  Wilderness — the  magnificent  Desolation 
Valley  Primitive  Area. 

I  feel  very  fortunate  in  having  had  the  opportunity  to  become 
intimately  familiar  with  the  Desolation  Valley  region.  Over  the  last 
15  years  I  was  able  to  traverse  much  of  the  region  on  foot  during  sum¬ 
mer  fishing  trips. 

While  serving  as  conservation  chairman  of  the  Mother  Lode  chapter 
of  the  Sierra  Club  in  1966,  I  had  the  pleasure  of  participating  in  a 
number  of  fruitful  discussions  with  Forest  Service  officials  and  with 
representatives  of  jeep  and  sportsmen  organizations.  We  were  able 
to  agree  upon  mutually  acceptable  boundaries.  During  the  April  26, 
1967,  field  hearing,  when  the  proposal  was  presented  to  the  public, 
the  Forest  Service  announced  that  it  decided  to  make  a  minor  altera¬ 
tion  in  the  north  boundary  which  involved  the  deletion  of  a  562-acre 
parcel  of  cutover  timberland.  This  is  the  area  shown  in  light  blue 
on  the  Desolation  map.  Although  the  Sierra  Club  declined  to  take  a 
definite  position  on  the  deletion  during  the  hearing,  club  representa¬ 
tives  shortly  after  the  hearing  made  an  on-the-ground  examination 
of  the  area  in  question  and  agreed  that  it  was  not  suitable  for  inclusion 
within  the  wilderness  system. 

I  am  now  pleased  to  report  that  the  Sierra  Club  completely  concurs 
with  the  proposed  wilderness  boundaries  recommended  by  the  Forest 
Service. 

The  Desolation  Wilderness  proposal  to  date  has  received  over¬ 
whelming  support  from  a  broad  spectrum  of  the  general  public.  The 
San  Francisco  regional  office  of  the  Forest  Service  reported  that 
during  the  30-day  period  following  the  hearing  they  received  923 
letters  in  favor  of  the  wilderness  and  only  one  actually  opposed. 

Proposed  wilderness  boundaries  were  reviewed  and  accepted  by  the 
two  largest  lumber  companies  within  El  Dorado  County,  according 
to  the  Forest  Service  Office  there.  The  boundaries  also  received  the 
conditional  acceptance  of  four  water  and  power  development  agencies. 
The  conditions  stipulated  appear  to  have  been  met. 
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Support  also  has  come  from  such  diverse  groups  as  the  California 
Association  of  Four  Wheel  Drive  Clubs,  the  El  Dorado-Amador 
Chapter  of  the  American  Society  of  Foresters,  the  El  Dorado  National 
Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Committee,  the  Highway  50  Association, 
the  El  Dorado  County  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Lake  Tahoe 
Area  Council,  the  Sacramento-Sierra  Sportsmen  Council,  El  Dorado 
County  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  the  Golden  Empire  Council  of  the 
Boy  Scouts  of  America. 

i  would  like  to  add  that  the  latter  have  two  Scout  camps  located 
adjacent  to  the  boundaries  of  the  lower  area,  one,  Camp  Harvey 
West,  on  the  upper  end  of  the  lake,  and  the  other  on  Luna  Lake. 
Both  of  these  camps  are  wilderness  training  camps  and  they  use  the 
wilderness  area  specifically  as  a  training  area.  So  this  is  a  very  valu¬ 
able  location  to  have  their  camps  on  the  edge  of  this  area. 

The  Desolation  Valley  region,  despite  its  forbidding  name,  is  a  true 
wonderland  of  gemlike  lakes,  alpine  wildflowers,  lush  meadows, 
forested  areas,  rushing  streams,  and  snowcapped  peaks.  The  proposed 
addition  of  23,000  acres  of  national  forest  land  to  the  existing  41,000-  < 
acre  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  will  round  out  boundaries 
along  topographical  lines  and  include  additional  terrain  of  similar 
character  which  the  Forest  Service  has  been  managing  as  wilderness. 

Proposed  new  additions  to  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area 
include  the  west  slope  of  the  Crystal  Range,  which  has  been  discussed, 
the  watersheds  of  Echo  Lake  and  Pyramid  Creek,  and  additional 
lands  on  the  Lake  Tahoe  slope. 

The  west  slope  of  the  Crystal  Range  contains  20  beautiful  trout 
fishing  lakes  and  extensive  glaciated  granite  topography.  From  the 
crest  of  the  9,000-foot  range  the  hiker  is  greeted  with  panoramic 
views  of  Lake  Tahoe,  the  forests  of  the  Sierra,  the  Central  Valley  and 
even  the  Coast  Range  on  a  clear  day. 

The  proposed  additions  to  the  south  end  of  the  primitive  area  will 
include  cascading  Pyramid  Creek  and  the  beautiful  Horsetail  Falls 
and  a  dozen  or  more  attractive  lakes. 

1  have  slides  of  these  areas  which  I  will  show  in  a  few  minutes. 

Proposed  additions  on  the  Lake  Tahoe  slope  will  complement  the 
adjacent  Sugar  Pine  Point,  D.  L.  Bliss,  and  Emerald  Bay  State 
Parks  and  thus  provide  additional  watershed  protection  to  the  west 
side  of  the  Lake  Tahoe  Basin.  Emerald  Bay  and  surrounding  water-  I 
shed  lands  were  recently  designated  as  a  National  Natural  Landmark 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

This  surrounding  watershed  land  is  included  in  the  Desolation 
Valley  Wilderness  proposal. 

The  Desolation  Valley  region,  situated  adjacent  to  the  popular 
Lake  Tahoe  Basin  and  within  a  3-hour  drive  of  the  San  Francisco 
metropolitan  area,  greets  the  visitor  as  an  island  oasis  of  unspoiled 
natural  beauty  and  relative  solitude  despite  rather  heavy  trail  use. 

Outing  leaders  within  the  several  Sierra  Club  chapters  are  so  enthusi¬ 
astic  about  the  Desolation  Valley  region  that  they  have  scheduled 
day  hikes,  peak  climbs,  or  backpack  trips  nearly  every  weekend  during 
summer  months  and  occasional  ski  touring  and  snowshoeing  trips 
during  winter  months.  Anxious  to  share  wilderness  experiences  with 
others,  the  Sierra  Club  announces  all  weekend  outings  in  the  local 
newspapers  and  invites  interested  members  of  the  public  to  participate 
without  charge. 
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Despite  the  mountainous  terrain  within  the  Desolation  Valley 
region,  the  trails  are  well  maintained  and  easily  traversed  by  men, 
women,  and  children  of  all  ages.  Last  summer,  while  spending  a  week 
within  the  heart  of  the  primitive  area,  I  was  amazed  by  the  number  of 
families  and  scouting  and  church  organizations  whose  participants 
had  backpacked  into  the  area.  Many  of  the  people  that  I  talked  to  were 
city  people  who  had  never  undertaken  any  activity  of  this  kind 
before. 

The  day  is  rapidly  passing  when  wilderness  areas  are  used  solely 
by  the  so-called  rugged  and  adventurous  few.  We  seem  to  be  entering 
a  new  era  where  increasing  numbers  of  people  are  rejecting,  as  recrea¬ 
tion,  sedentary  motor  vehicle  travel  in  favor  of  more  vigorous  and 
healthful  activities  such  as  walking,  mountain  climbing,  and  swim¬ 
ming. 

This  condition  is  confirmed  by  a  recent  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recrea¬ 
tion  Survey  which  found  v  alking  for  pleasure  to  be  the  nation’s  No.  1 
outdoor  activity,  while  driving  for  pleasure  had  slumped  to  third  place. 
1  f  this  trend  continues,  we  will  need  more  opportunities  for  back  count  ry 
trail  travel  in  the  future.  At  the  present  a  mere  1.4  percent  of  Cali¬ 
fornia’s  total  land  area  is  preserved  in  national  forest  wilderness.  The 
addition  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  to  the  system  would  increase 
the  percentage  to  1.46. 

The  proposed  wilderness  classification  appears  to  have  little  effect 
on  commodity  resources,  as  the  Forest  Service  report  indicates,  since 
timber  and  minerals  do  not  appear  to  be  present  in  sufficient  quantity 
to  warrant  commercial  extraction. 

I  might  add  here,  too,  there  are  several  million  acres  of  Sierra 
Valley  terrain  bearing  ores  of  fairly  higher  quality  than  that  found 
in  the  wilderness  area,  but  because  of  the  present  economic  situation 
in  these  areas,  and  the  inaccessibility  to  roads,  they  are  not  com¬ 
mercially  extractable. 

There  are  a  small  diversion  dam  and  a  number  of  small  check  dams 
within  the  proposed  wilderness  area  which  are  relatively  inconspicuous 
and  have  a  minimal  impact  on  the  wilderness  value  of  the  region. 
We  have  no  objection  to  their  continued  operation. 

We  have  also  no  objection  to  the  continuation  of  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game’s  annual  aerial  fish  planting  operations 
or  to  the  continued  use  of  snow  and  water  measuring  devices  provided 
that  they  do  not  become  any  more  conspicuous  than  they  are  now. 

In  conclusion  we  enthusiastically  support  the  Forest  Service 
proposal  for  a  Desolation  Wilderness  and  urge  its  early  adoption. 

Thank  you. 

I  have  a  few  slides  here  if  you  would  like  to  look  at  them. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Please. 

(Slides  of  the  area  were  presented  by  Mr.  Gerstung.) 

Mr.  Gerstung.  That  is  all  the  slides  I  have.  I  would  be  happy  to 
answer  any  questions. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Do  you  agree  that  the  area  in  the  north,  where 
there  is  that  28-foot  concrete  dam,  should  be  included  in  the  wilderness 
area,  or  do  you  feel  that  it  would  be  a  precedent  against  wilderness 
standards  if  it  were  included? 

Mr.  Gerstung.  Well,  I  feel  it  was  rather  unfortunate  that  the  dam 
was  built  in  the  primitive  area.  We  tried  to  discourage  it  at  the  time 
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it  came  up  but  there  was  already  a  Federal  power  withdrawal  and 
there  was  not  any  way  we  could  block  it. 

As  far  as  precedent  being  established,  I  am  not  really  sure  it  would 
establish  a  precedent,  since  we  already  have  areas  within  the  wilder¬ 
ness  system  and  even  within  the  national  park  system  that  have 
concrete  dams.  For  example,  in  the  Olympic  National  Park  there  is 
one  quite  conspicuous  dam  on  one  of  the  rivers  in  the  national  park 
and,  of  course,  the  Yosemite  National  Park  has  several  large  dams. 
So  I  am  really  not  sure  it  would  establish  precedent. 

Senator  Metcalf.  You  would  feel  the  same  way,  of  course,  about 
that  100-year-old  dam?  What  is  the  name  of  that  lake? 

Mr.  Gerstung.  The  old  dam  at  Lake  Aloho,  particularly,  I  feel 
is  not  an  intrusion,  because  it  is  so  inconspicuous  and  such  a  very 
small  dam.  It  is  a  Lockwell  dam  and  when  you  are  standing  on  it  you 
would  hardly  know  you  are  on  a  dam.  It  is  just  a  pile  of  rocks  there 
and  almost  looks  like  a  natural  rockslide.  Of  course,  there  are  many 
others,  something  like  22  of  these  small  check  dams  scattered  through¬ 
out  the  wilderness  area,  quite  inconspicuous.  They  were  built  by  hand 
out  of  native  rock.  I 

Senator  Metcalf.  Well,  thank  you  very  much,  Mr.  Gerstung. 
You  have  made  a  very  able  statement.  Your  pictures  are  as  tradi¬ 
tionally  so,  even  more  eloquent  than  the  description  that  you  have 
made,  and  you  have  been  very  helpful  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Gerstung.  Thank  you.  I  have  some  black  and  white  pictures 
if  you  would  like  to  include  them  with  the  hearing  record. 

Senator  Metcalf.  We  will,  and  if  you  want  them  returned,  we 
will  try  to  get  them  returned. 

Mr.  Gerstung.  I  will  donate  them  because  they  are  extra  copies. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much.  They  will  be  very 
valuable  at  the  time  this  is  taken  up  with  the  whole  committee  at  the 
executive  session. 

We  now  have  Mr.  Francis  Walcott  of  San  Francisco. 

STATEMENT  0E  FRANCIS  J.  WALCOTT,  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIF. 

Mr.  Walcott.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  requested  to  bring  with  me  two  additional 
statements  from  people  who  could  not  attend,  one  from  Dr.  Richard 
Sill,  of  Reno,  Nev.,  and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kent  Williams  of  Saratoga,  ( 
Calif.  Both  of  these  support  the  establishment  of  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness  Area  and  request  also  inclusion  of  Miller  Canyon  and  Willow 
Creek.  And  beyond  that,  an  area  which  was  mentioned  earlier  today, 
extending  down  from  Anderson  Peak  on  the  west  slope  of  the  Coast 
Ridge  to  and  including  Cone  Peak.  I  would  like  to  have  those  inserted 
in  the  record,  if  you  would,  please. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Without  objection,  they  will  be  introduced  in 
the  record  and  appear  at  the  conclusion  of  your  remarks. 

Thank  you  very  much.  Go  right  ahead. 

Mr.  Walcott.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  Francis  J.  Walcott,  of  3500 
Fulton  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  I  am  the  chairman  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Classification  Study  Committee  of  the  Sierra  Club  Council,  and 
have  aided  in  the  study  of  the  resources  of  these  two  areas,  as  well  as 
many  other  such  regions.  Over  the  past  several  years  I  have  spent  a 
great  deal  of  time  hiking  and  camping  in  the  Ventana,  and  backpack- 
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ing,  climbing,  skiing,  and  snowshoeing  in  Desolation  Valley.  I  know 
these  areas  well,  and  am  delighted  to  be  able  to  come  here  and  testify 
in  favor  of  their  addition  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System. 

The  Forest  Service  proposal  to  establish  the  Desolation  Wilderness 
is  excellent.  It  makes  a  few  minor  necessary  deletions  from  the  Desola¬ 
tion  Valley  Primitive  Area,  and  substantial  important  and  welcome 
additions.  Desolation  Valley  and  the  surrounding  area  is  fairly  close 
to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area — within  easy  driving  distance — and  it 
offers  an  easily  accessible  high  mountain  wilderness  experience  to  the 
people  of  northern  California.  In  winter  cross-country  skiing  of  all 
levels  of  ability  and  other  winter  mountaineering  activities  are  pos¬ 
sible.  In  summer  the  area  is  available  for  hiking,  backpacking,  fishing, 
climbing,  and  related  activities,  and  it  receives  heavy  use.  This  kind 
of  use  has  been  going  on  for  at  least  75  years.  Registers  were  placed 
on  the  summits  of  the  mountains  in  1894  and  1895,  and  route  for 
backpacking  across  the  region  were  published  at  about  the  same  time 
The  easy  access  by  good  highway  to  the  vicinity,  and  by  good  trail 
into  the  back  country  makes  for  this  long-standing  popularity,  and 
emphasizes  the  importance  of  this  addition  to  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System. 

The  proposed  additions  are  all  highly  desirable.  Area  A,  including 
portions  of  General  Creek  and  Meek’s  Creek,  unfortunately  had  to  be 
revised,  even  to  the  extent  of  an  11-acre  deletion  from  the  present 
primitive  area  boundary,  immediately  prior  to  the  agency  hearing  at 
Placerville,  because  of  logging  activity  just  before  the  land  had  been 
acquired  by  the  Forest  Service.  It  still  includes  much  land  important 
to  the  wilderness  boundary. 

Areas  B,  C,  and  D  improve  the  eastern  boundary  by  using  contour 
lines  rather  than  section  lines,  and  by  placing  the  wilderness  boundary 
lower  on  the  slopes  above  Lake  Tahoe,  assuring  better  protection  of 
the  natural  characteristics  of  the  area. 

Area  E  adds  some  very  attractive  area  above  LTpper  Echo  Lake 
including  Ralston  Peak,  Ralston  Lake  and  Tamarack  Lake,  and 
Haypress  Meadows,  and  the  very  beautiful  stretch  of  Pyramid  Creek 
near  to  and  including  Horsetail  Falls. 

Area  F  brings  the  boundary  down  from  the  top  of  the  Crystal 
Range  to  include  the  numerous  granite  slopes  and  benches,  lakes, 
streams,  and  wooded  portions  of  the  western  side  of  the  Range,  filling 
in  the  wilderness  to  a  more  satisfactory  and  complete  unit. 

I  heartily  and  enthusiastically  support  this  proposal  as  a  worthwhile 
addition  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System,  without 
any  change  from  that  as  suggested  by  the  Forest  Service. 

The  Ventana  Area  is  quite  different  from  the  Desolation  unit,  but 
is  equally  worthy  of  inclusion  in  the  National  Wilderness  System.  It 
lies  even  closer  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area,  and  can  be  easily 
reached  in  2  hours’  driving  time.  With  its  relatively  low  altitude,  it 
can  be,  and  is,  used  heavily  in  winter  and  spring  when  most  other 
wilderness  areas  are  covered  by  snow.  Vegetation  is  primarily  chap- 
paral  and  live  oak,  although  the  region  does  include  some,  conifers, 
including  the  coast  redwood.  Deep  canyons  are  characteristic  of  the 
area. 

I  wish  to  support  the  proposal  of  the  Forest  Service,  but  I  believe 
that  additional  area  should  also  be  included  in  order  to  create  the  best 
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possible  wilderness  area  here.  I  am  grateful  that  the  Forest  Service 
lias  added  a  considerable  amount  of  land  to  the  south  in  addition  C. 
This  will  add  much  important  wild  country  to  the  Ventana,  including 
Lost  Valley,  Indian  Valley,  the  headwaters  of  the  Big  Sur  River, 
Logu  ood  Creek,  and  the  incomparably  spectacular  and  unique  Arroyo 
Seco  Gorge.  The  other  additions  substantially  improve  the  present 
boundaries,  by  adding  important  topographic  units. 

Although  addition  A,  which  will  include  the  ridge  to  the  east  of  the 
Carmel  River  and  Bruce  Fork,  is  welcome,  a  still  more  satisfactory 
extension  would  include  much  of  Miller  Canyon.  Area  G,  not  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Forest  Service  suggests  the  addition  of  the  Willow' 
Creek  drainage,  an  attractive  stretch  of  wilderness.  If  included,  it 
would  substantially  improve  the  proposal  by  adding  desirable  country 
and  providing  a  prominent  ridge  boundary. 

There  is  also  a  substantial  area  of  wild  country  further  to  the  south, 
along  both  sides  of  the  ridge  of  the  Coast  Range.  This  was  proposed 
by  several  student  groups  at  California  universities  and  colleges  as  a 
possible  addition.  Although  there  has  been  some  slight  disturbance  | 
of  this  region,  if  it  is  left  alone  to  recover,  it  would  soon  revert  to 
wilderness.  This  portion,  extending  to  just  beyond  Cone  Peak,  should 
not  be  overlooked. 

A  majority  of  those  testifying  at  the  Forest  Service  hearing  in  Salinas 
spoke  in  favor  of  this  suggested  addition  of  approximately  23,000 
acres  udnch  calls  for  a  boundary  running  southwest  from  the  vicinity 
of  Anderson  Peak  to  include  the  upper  portion  of  the  western  slope 
of  the  Coast  Range.  This  would  follow  the  2,500  foot  contour  line 
and  western  boundary  of  the  forest  to  just  south  of  Cone  Peak,  then 
north  along  identifiable  points  to  Arroyo  Seco.  The  proposed  boundary 
rejoins  the  Forest  Service  proposal  just  above  the  Escondido  camp¬ 
ground.  The  included  area  is  undeveloped  and  deserves  protection  to 
keep  the  slopes,  wdiich  afford  spectacular  views  of  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
in  their  present  beautiful  condition. 

Just  this  afternoon,  before  I  spoke,  I  was  handed  a  statement  from 
the  student  group  which  originally  proposed  this,  Active  Conservation 
Tactics  of  the  University  of  California,  and  I  would  like  to  include  this 
in  the  lecord.  It  describes  in  detail  four  areas  which  would  be  included 
in  this,  as  presented  to  the  Forest  Service  at  the  hearing  in  Salinas. 

One  is  the  true  left  bank  of  Logwood  Creek  to  just  north  of  Anderson  | 
Peak.  The  second  one  would  be  a  little  further  to  the  south.  The  third, 
Pick  Creek,  is  in  the  same  general  area,  and  the  fourth  is  the  detailed 
description  of  the  area  I  have  just  mentioned.  From  the  radar  station 
at  Anderson  Peak,  which  should  be  excluded,  the  boundary  would 
drop  along  the  southwest  ridge  to  the  2,500-foot  level,  following  this 
southward  until  a  point  is  reached  directly  north  of  Paul  Peak.  It 
would  then  follow"  the  Forest  Service  boundary  to  the  west  ridge  of 
Twin  Peaks,  from  here  up  to  the  saddle  nearest  the  southwest  corner 
of  section  34,  which  is  identified  on  the  top  of  the  topographic  map; 
then  across  into  Hare  Canyon  above  the  Vincente  Camp. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Those  statements  will  be  incorporated  in  the 
record  immediately  after  your  statement. 

Mr.  Walcott.  Thank  you. 

These  two  very  different  but  both  very  attractive  and  important 
regions  should  both  become  portions  of  the  National  Wilderness 
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Preservation  System,  and  I  urge  passage  of  both  of  these  bills,  S.  713 
as  it  now  reads,  and  S.  714  with  the  suggested  amendments. 

Thank  you. 

Senator  Metcalf.  You  heard  the  testimony  this  morning.  While 
there  is  a  proposed  road,  it  is  outside  of  the  wilderness  area? 

Mr.  Walcott.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Metcalf.  That  is  probably  another  matter  hearings  will 
be  held  on  and  it  will  have  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  Walcott.  That  is  right.  This  additional  area  that  has  been 
suggested  would  cover  that  ridge. 

Senator  Metcalf.  If  this  additional  area  were  added,  then  that 
would  become  a  part  of  the  wilderness  area? 

Mr.  Walcott.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Walcott.  There  is  a  road  now  just  south  of  Cone  Peak  which 
would  afford  access  to  those  people  who  would  wish  to  get  this  kind 
of  view  from  an  automobile. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thank  you  very  much. 

We  have  had  some  very  able  testimony  this  afternoon  and  very  good 
statements.  We  will  have  considerable  discussions  of  these  suggestions 
that  were  made  and  additions  and  deletions  that  have  been  made, 
both  by  the  Forest  Service  and  by  the  other  suggestions  brought  in 
by  the  witnesses  today. 

So  thank  you,  Mr.  Walcott. 

(The  statements  referred  to  follow:) 

Statement  of  Richard  C.  Sill,  Reno,  Nev. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  Richard  C.  Sill  of  720  Brookfield  Drive,  Reno,  Nevada, 
a  professor  of  Physics  at  the  University  of  Nevada.  I  wish  to  support  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  plus  certain  additions  as  suggested 
below. 

I  have  been  visiting  the  area  over  the  past  fifteen  years  and  believe  the  area 
to  be  an  important  addition  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
because  of  its  many  unique  characteristics — its  availability  in  winter,  the  stands 
of  Coast  redwood,  Santa  Lucia  fir,  and  other  plant  types,  and  its  proximity  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean,  with  many  superb  views. 

Several  important  additions  should  be  made  to  the  proposal  of  the  Forest 
Service.  Miller  Canyon,  noted  as  Area  F  in  the  Forest  Service  Proposal,  would 
protect  a  tributary  of  the  Carmel  River.  Area  G,  the  Willow  Creek  region,  woidd 
furnish  a  better  ridge  boundary.  Also,  the  true  left  bank  drainage  of  Logwood 
Creek  should  be  added,  to  insure  preservation  of  the  character  of  the  Creek. 
The  true  right  bank  drainage  of  upper  Pick  Creek  should  be  included,  in  spite 
of  private  inholdings,  to  protect  the  new  additions  suggested  by  the  Forest 
Service.  South  from  Anderson-  Peak  considerable  outstanding  country  is  in  un¬ 
spoiled  condition  and  should  be  included.  This  would  include  part  of  the  west 
slope  of  the  Coast  Range  south  to  the  vicinity  of  the  Coast  Range.  This  inclusion 
would  guarantee  the  preservation  of  the  region  in  its  present  condition,  rather 
than  subjecting  it  to  the  destructive  overuse  the  proposed  Coast  Ridge  Itoad 
would  create. 

All  these  additions  were  specifically  suggested  by  Active  Conservation  Tactics 
of  the  University  of  California  at  Berkeley,  at  the  Forest  Service  hearing  at 
Salinas,  California  on  June  7,  1967,  and  indicated  on  a  map  submitted  then  as 
Exhibit  F,  and  I  urge  their  inclusion  in  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area. 

Thank  you. 

February  14,  1969. 

The  Chairman, 

Senate  Committee  for  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Sir:  As  an  individual  seriously  interested  in  any  proposal  which  would 
lead  to  the  further  protection  of  our  primitive  and  defacto  wilderness  areas,  I 
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would  like  to  applaud  the  Forest  Service’s  current  proposal  to  enlarge  the  existing 
Ventana  Wilderness  in  California.  I’m  sure  that  my  sentiments  are  echoed  by 
conservation  organizations  and  private  individuals  interested  in  the  preservation 
of  our  natural  heritage. 

I  might  suggest  that  the  Committee  in  its  deliberations  on  the  Ventana  Proposal 
also  consider  the  inclusion  of  the  two  areas  indicated  as  (F)  and  (G)  in  the  pro¬ 
posal  text  and  map.  Area  (F)  is  the  Miller  Creek  drainage  and  (G)  is  the  Willow 
Creek  area.  I  have  personally  made  two  rather  lengthy  surveys  of  these  two  areas, 
once  in  the  Spring  of  196S  and  previously  in  the  Fall  of  1967,  and  have  found 
both  to  be  up  to  the  standards  of  areas  already  protected  within  the  wilderness 
boundaries.  Therefore,  I  recommend  the  Committee  seriously  consider  inclusion 
of  these  two  areas. 

Another  area  which  should  also  seriously  be  considered  for  inclusion  into  the 
existing  wilderness  is  the  area  immediately  around  Cone  Peak  near  the  SW 
corner  of  the  existing  boundary.  I  propose  that  the  area  from  the  ridge  below 
Twin  Peak,  across  and  around  the  north  corner  of  Cone  Peak  and  the  area  im¬ 
mediately  to  the  NE  of  Cone  Peak,  be  considered  for  inclusion  as  wilderness 
quality  terrain.  It  has  much  interesting  evidence  of  glacial  activity.  On  the  map 
this  area  is  shown  in  Section  2,  Townships  21-S  and  22-S,  Range  4-E.  I  am  par¬ 
ticularly  interested  in  the  area  between  the  wilderness  boundary  and  the  road  in 
Township  21-S. 

I  hope  you  will  give  these  additional  proposals  serious  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Kent  Williams,  Saratoga,  Calif. 

Senator  Metcalf.  Thomas  L.  Kimball  of  the  National  Wildlife 
Federation  is  next. 


STATEMENT  OF  THOMAS  L.  KIMBALL  ON  BEHALF  OF  THE  NATIONAL 

WILDLIFE  FEDERATION 


Mr.  Kimball.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  Thomas  L.  Kimball,  executive 
director  of  the  National  Wildlife  Federation  which  has  national  head¬ 
quarters  here  in  Washington,  D.C.,  at  1412  16th  Street  NW. 

The  National  Wildlife  Federation  is  a  private  organization  which 
seeks  to  attain  conservation  goals  through  educational  means.  The 
federation  has  affiliates  in  49  States.  These  affiliates,  in  turn,  are 
composed  of  local  groups  and  individuals  who,  when  combined  with 
associate  members  and  other  supporters  number  an  estimated  2'/2 
million  persons. 

We  welcome  the  invitation  to  appear  here  today. 

The  National  Wildlife  Federation  was  one  of  the  original  supporters 
of  the  preservation  of  wilderness.  Our  organization  continues  to  believe 
that  significant  amounts  of  wilderness  should  be  set  aside  for  public 
recreational  and  educational  purposes.  We  feel  that  wilderness  preser¬ 
vation  is  in  complete  accord  with  the  multiple-use  concept — that  lands 
held  undeveloped  in  wilderness  also  have  valuable  public  benefits  for 
water  production,  watershed  protection,  preservation  of  ecological 
units  necessary  for  education  and  for  research,  and  for  recreation. 

It  is  in  this  context  that  we  endorse  the  principles  set  out  by  S.  713, 
proposing  designation  of  the  Desolation  Wilderness  in  the  Eldorado 
National  Forest,  Calif.,  and  S.  714,  designating  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  Calif. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  been  in  contact  with  Mr.  A.  V.  Schiavon, 
president  of  the  California  Wildlife  Federation,  and  learn  that  this 
State  affiliate  of  the  National  Wildlife  Federation  has  investigated 
the  area  concerned  and  we  are  in  accord  generally  with  the  proposal 
to  set  aside  the  Desolation  Wilderness  dated  April  26,  1967. 
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This  proposal,  and  S.  713,  would  set  aside  the  40,744-acre  Desola¬ 
tion  Valley  Primitive  Area  and  about  22,725  additional  acres  for  the 
new  unit  for  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system.  Located 
immediately  west  of  Lake  Tahoe  on  both  crests  of  the  Sierra  Nevada 
Mountains,  this  terrain  is  handsome  and  dramatic  with  assets  widely 
favored  by  hikers,  campers,  fishermen,  and  other  outdoor  enthusiasts. 
Rugged  and  high  in  altitude,  about  65  percent  of  the  proposed  area 
has  no  vegetation.  A  few  deer  and  bear  inhabit  the  area  during  parts 
of  the  year  but  it  generally  is  too  rocky  and  precipitous  to  be  produc¬ 
tive  of  large  numbers  of  wildlife. 

We  have  only  one  recommendation  to  make  with  respect  to  S.  713. 
We  request  that  the  Rubicon  and  Aloha  Reservoirs  be  exclusions  from 
the  proposed  wilderness  area.  We  recognize  that  these  reservoirs  were 
constructed  to  have  a  minimum  impact  on  the  environment  and  ac¬ 
tually  may  enhance  features  of  the  area.  However,  we  believe  these 
manmade  facilities  are  inconsistent  with  the  Wilderness  Act,  and,  if 
included  as  proposed,  could  set  an  undesirable  precedent  for  those 
f  who  would  like  to  locate  reservoirs  and  other  installations  within 
wilderness  areas  contrary  to  the  Wilderness  Act. 

We  also  endorse  S.  714,  which  sets  aside  95,000  acres  as  the  Ventana 
Wilderness.  The  California  Wildlife  Federation  also  has  investigated 
this  area  and  we  agree  to  the  basic  proposal  developed  by  the  Forest 
Service  and  published  on  August  15,  1967.  The  area  concerned  has  a 
broad  range  of  vegetative  types,  including  the  rare  Santa  Lucia  Al¬ 
and  coast  redwoods.  The  region  is  drained  by  four  outstanding  streams. 
Overall,  it  is  a  beautiful  and  outstanding  area  for  hunting,  fishing,  rid¬ 
ing,  camping,  hiking,  and  picnicking,  with  campsites  reached  by  trails. 
We  have  been  interested  in  learning  that  a  few  minimum  basic  camp¬ 
ing  facilities  are  installed  in  the  area  and  recommend  that  facilities  of  a 
more  advanced  and  elaborate  nature  be  provided  on  the  perimeter  of 
the  area,  if  at  all.  This  relates  to  the  area  “G”  proposed  by  some 
groups  for  inclusion  in  the  area. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  urge  that  these  proposals  be 
cleared  by  the  subcommittee  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  that  they  can 
become  early  conservation  accomplishments  of  the  91st  Congress. 

Thank  you  again  for  the  opportunity  of  making  these  observations. 

Senator  Metcalf.  The  last  witness  listed  is  Mr.  Kirk  Hall  of 
I  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

(No  response.) 

Senator  Metcalf.  The  record  will  be  kept  open  until  February  26 
for  inclusion  of  such  statements  as  may  be  submitted  and  cleared  by 
the  staff,  and  Mr.  Hall  can  file  his  statement  for  the  record  within 
that  time.  Is  there  anything  else  to  come  before  the  subcommittee? 

If  not,  then  the  meeting  is  adjourned. 

(Whereupon,  at  3  p.m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned.) 


APPENDIX 


(Under  authority  previously  given,  the  following  communications 
were  ordered  printed:) 

Statement  of  Dr.  Spencer  M.  Smith,  Jr.,  Secretary,  Citizens  Committee  on 

Natural  Resources 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Committee,  I  am  Dr.  Spencer  M.  Smith. 
Jr.,  Secretary  of  the  Citizens  Committee  on  Natural  Resources,  a  national  conser¬ 
vation  organization  with  offices  in  Washington,  D.C. 

As  one  of  the  conservation  organizations  that  supported  strongly  the  basic 
wilderness  legislation,  we  are  pleased  to  see  the  many  occasions  upon  which  the 
basic  statute  is  implemented  both  in  terms  of  substance  as  well  as  procedure. 
Certainly  S.  713  providing  for  the  Desolation  Wilderness  Area  in  the  High  Sierra 
Region  is  a  case  in  point.  This  proposal  represents  an  expansion  of  the  40,795  acre 
Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  to  64,097  acres. 

This  area  in  the  glaciated  area  just  west  of  Lake  Tahoe  would  provide  the 
protection  needed  from  roads  and  development.  To  the  best  of  our  knowledge 
there  has  been  no  opposition  or  suggested  modifications  to  the  proposed  wilderness 
area  by  the  Forest  Service  by  any  of  the  conservation  organizations.  We  support 
S.  713  as  representing  an  area  that  meets  the  qualifications  for  wilderness  and  hope 
the  Congress  will  see  fit  to  act  favorably  on  this  proposal  at  an  early  date. 

S.  714  would  expand  the  present  55,000  acre  Ventana  Primitive  Area  to  the 
94,278  acre  Ventana  Wilderness  Area.  Located  in  the  Santa  Lucia  Range  above 
the  Big  Sur  Coastline,  a  variety  of  areas  such  as  rain  forests  and  redwoods  are 
encompassed  by  the  proposed  wilderness  plan.  It  is  most  appropriate  that  this 
area  be  so  classified  and  afforded  the  protection  that  such  classification  provides. 

The  only  point  of  difference  between  the  recommendations  of  the  Forest  Service, 
which  are  incorporated  in  S.  714,  and  some  conservation  groups  is  the  inclusion  of 
about  a  3,000  acrea  area  known  as  Willow  Creek.  The  Forest  Service  excluded 
Willow  Creek  because  of  a  fire  control  program  that  would  necessitate  roads  and 
similar  development.  The  importance  of  this  function  at  this  point  is  debatable 
and  the  attractive  backpacking  area  of  Willow  Creek  cut  off  from  the  Wilderness 
Area  was  opposed  during  the  field  hearings.  We  hope  the  fire  control  problem  can 
be  handled  in  a  manner  that  would  allow  the  inclusion  of  Willow  Creek.  The 
present  usage  is  consistent  with  wilderness  objectives  and  hopefully  such  use 
could  continue  without  being  separated  from  the  Wilderness  Area. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  of  expressing  our  views  and  hope  that  we  have 
been  helpful  to  the  Committee  in  their  deliberations. 


Statement  of  Henry  M.  Pancoast,  Spokesman  for  Berkeley  Active 

Conservation  Tactics 

My  name  is  Henry  M.  Pancoast.  I  am  a  graduate  student  studying,  political 
science  at  the  University  of  California  at  Berkeley.  I  am  on  the  executive  com¬ 
mittee  of  Active  Conservation  Tactics.  Active  Conservation  Tactics  is  a  student 
conservationist  group  at  UC  Berkeley.  We  have  approximately  150  dues  paying 
members.  Today  I  am  acting  as  spokesman  for  that  group  because  I  do  not  have 
final  exams  this  morning — otherwise  there  w'ould  be  many  more  students  here  from 
Berkeley. 

We  have  examined  both  the  Forest  Service  Proposal  on  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
Area  and  the  additions  proposed  by  the  Sierra  Club.  Although  we  concur  in  the 
additions  and  minor  deletions  in  the  Forest  Service  Proposal  and  support  the  addi¬ 
tions  proposed  by  the  Sierra  Club,  we  feel  that  these  two  sets  of  proposals  still 
exclude  some  areas  that  should  be  included  within  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area. 
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Therefore,  Berkeley  Active  Conservation  Tactics  recommends  the  addition  of  3 
areas  to  the  Wilderness  Proposal  and  the  designation  of  a  fourth  area  as  a  “wilder¬ 
ness  management”  area.  These  additions  which  amount  to  approximately  20,000 
acres  are  outlined  on  the  map  which  I  am  submitting  with  my  testimony.  The 
numbers  on  the  map  coincide  with  the  numbering  of  the  proposals  in  my  testimony. 

Addition  No.  1. — The  inclusion  of  the  true  left  bank  drainage  of  Logwood  Creek 
would  complete  the  drainage  basin  of  this  creek,  and  the  land  therein  is  in  prime 
wilderness  condition.  There  seems  to  be  no  significant  reason  for  the  proposed 
exclusion  of  the  rest  of  the  Logwood  Creek  drainage.  The  few  short  spur  roads 
leading  down  to  high  pastures  along  the  crest  of  the  ridge  from  the  road  to  Ander¬ 
son  Peak  can  be  isolated  by  local  withdrawal  of  the  boundary  from  the  main 
ridge,  until  the  land  can  be  purchased  or  otherwise  allowed  to  revert.  The  complex 
of  structures  at  Cold  Spring  can  stand  at  the  very  boundary  as  they  do  in  the 
Forest  Service  proposal. 

Addition  No.  2. — An  area  of  wilderness  quality  is  isolated  from  the  main 
wilderness  by  the  Anderson  Peak  road.  We  ask  tha,t  this  area  be  managed  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  adjoining  wilderness.  This  area  includes  the  west  half  of  section 
11,  excluding  the  southwest  quarter  of  the  south  of  the  same  section,  and  section 
12  of  R2E,  T  20  S.  In  addition  the  northwest  quarter  of  section  17  of  R3E,  T20S. 

Addition  No.  3. — The  arbitrary  withdrawal  of  the  boundary  to  Pick  Creek, 
presumably  to  exclude  a  larger  part  of  the  approximately  500  acres  of  inholding 
produces  an  erratic  boundary  that,  will  only  encourage  nonconforming  develop¬ 
ment  on  the  true  right  bank  drainage  of  Pick  Creek.  The  boundary  should  stay 
at  the  ridge  level  in  this  area. 

Addition  No.  4. — At  the  radar  station,  which  should  be  excluded,  the  proposed 
boundary  drops  down  the  southwest  ridge  of  Anderson  Peak  to  the  2500  foot  level, 
which  it  then  follows  southward  until  point  is  reached  directly  north  of  Paul 
Peak.  The  suggested  boundary  then  follows  the  Forest  boundary  until  that  crosses 
the  west  ridge  (extended)  of  Twin  Peak.  It  follows  up  this  ridge  across  section  33 
until  it  reaches  the  saddle  nearest  the  southwest  corner  of  section  34,  then  goes 
directly  to  the  south  common  corner  of  sections  33  and  34  and  follows  the  forest 
boundary  again  to  the  2500  foot  contour  into  Hare  Canyon  above  Vincente 
Camp.  There  the  boundary  goes  almost  due  east  to  the  saddle  at  about  3200  feet. 
The  boundary  then  follows  the  western  edge  of  the  lookout  access  road  to  its 
terminus  northeast  of  Cone  Peak  and  then  follows  the  trail  into  section  26  where 
it  picks  up  the  ridge  line  and  the  ridge  trail  to  the  eastern  edge  of  section  25.  The 
boundary  then  goes  northward  along  the  ridge  and  down  the  ridge  to  the  Santa 
Lucia  Memorial  Park  and  joins  the  Forest  Service  Proposal  boundary  at  this  point. 

This  addition,  in  particular,  includes  high  land  with  superb  vistas  of  the 
ocean.  It  has  lovely  upper  wooded  canyons  with  rushing  streams  and  high  grassy 
knolls  dotted  with  pines  and  oak  groves.  The  addition  also  includes  isolated 
groves  of  coast  redwoods  and  another  interior  drainage  marred  only  by  a  telephone 
line.  This  land  is  almost  entirely  in  wilderness  condition.  There  are,  to  be  sure, 
some  fire  roads  which  must  be  blocked  off,  and  allowed  and  even  encouraged  to 
revert  to  wild  condition.  There  are  two  conspicuous  bulldozed  areas  along  the 
ridge  (in  or  near  sections  9  and  14  of  TwlS,  R4E,  the  former  being  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  boundary  of  the  other  proposals)  which  are  several  acres  in  extent 
with  fire  roads  departing  from  them  in  several  directions.  Although  we  are  aware 
of  these  disturbed  areas,  we  believe  what  is  lost  by  their  exclusion  is  more  impor¬ 
tant  than  what  is  lost  by  their  inclusion.  If  serious  effort  is  invested  in  the  recovery 
of  the  land  from  these  several  scars,  their  inclusion  is  not  a  hazard  and  will  not 
long  be  an  inconsistency  in  the  wilderness  area  being  designated. 

During  our  preparation  of  this  testimony  we  discovered  the  area  around 
Junipero  Serra  Peak  to  be  of  wilderness  quality.  However,  at  present  this  area 
is  cut  off  from  the  Proposed  Wilderness  Area  by  a  paved  road.  We  therefore 
suggest  that  this  “island”  of  wilderness  be  left  in  an  undeveloped  state  until 
it  can  be  studied  for  inclusion  in  the  Ventana  Wilderness  area  or  reclassified  as  a 
wilderness  area. 

Thank  you,  gentlemen. 

Sierra  Club, 

San  Francisco  Bay  Chapter, 
Berkeley,  Calif.,  February  15,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  The  San  Francisco  Bay  Chapter  of  the  Sierra 
Club  wishes  to  express  its  particular  interest  in  both  the  Desolation  Wilderness 
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proposal  and  the  Ventana  Wilderness  proposal.  Both  these  areas  have  over  the- 
years  received  heavy  use  from  members  of  this  Chapter,  who  are  thoroughly 
familiar  with  all  portions  of  the  regions,  and  we  are  very  interested  in  their  con¬ 
tinued  protection  as  part  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

The  proposal  to  establish  a  Desolation  Wilderness,  expressed  in 'bill  S.  713,  is 
one  we  heartily  endorse.  The  area  proposed  for  addition  to  the  present  Desolation 
Valley  Primitive  Area  will  make  it  an  even  better  unit,  creating  on  the  north  and 
the  east  a  more  logical  boundary,  and,  on  the  south  and  southeast,  filling  out  the 
beautiful  alpine  area,  most  of  which  had  already  been  included  in  the  existing 
Primitive  Area.  The  addition  on  the  west  includes  the  land  on  the  west  slopes  of 
the  Crystal  Range  and  is  a  most  welcome  extension  of  the  boundaries,  which  will 
provide  attractive  land  including  lakes,  streams  and  timbered  country  offering 
wilderness  beauty  in  itself  and  a  superb  access  route  to  the  heart  of  the  area.  An 
area  such  as  the  proposed  Desolation  Wilderness,  close  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area,  will  continue  to  provide  major  benefits  to  the  people  as  a  whole  as  well  as  to 
the  members  of  our  Chapter,  and  we  strongly  urge  its  passage. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness,  proposed  in  bill  S.  714,  is  even  closer  to  the  Bay 
Area.  Because  of  this  and  its  many  unique  values,  including  its  accessibility  in 
winter  and  its  variety  of  vegetation  and  other  attractions,  the  proposal  is  of 
particular  importance  to  the  people  of  this  area.  However,  we  believe  that  in 
addition  to  the  area  set  forth  in  the  bill,  the  Miller  canyon  and  Willow  Creek 
areas,  designated  Areas  F  and  G  in  the  Forest  Service  Proposal,  should  also  be 
included  in  the  wilderness.  These  contain  land  of  wilderness  character  deserving 
of  this  protection,  which  would  create  an  outstanding  wilderness  opportunity  for 
the  people  of  this  region.  This  would  be  a  wilderness  easy  of  access,  especially 
when  other  areas  cannot  be  reached,  and  one  badly  needed  to  meet  the  demand 
for  this  type  of  recreation.  Especially  with  the  minor  changes  mentioned  we 
enthusiastically  endorse  this  proposal. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  these  proposals  and  request  that 
this  statement  be  included  in  the  record  of  the  hearing.  We  urge  that  S.  713 
and  S.  714  (with  the  suggested  strengthening  amendments)  be  passed. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Walter  E.  Dodds,  Chairman. 


Princeton,  N.J.,  February  13,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  am  writing  to  urge  support  for  the  largest  wilderness 
areas  possible  and  inviolate  protection  of  all  wilderness  lands  from  incompatible 
use. 

Wilderness  areas  should  include  undeveloped  contiguous  drainage  lands  left 
out  of  the  present  proposals,  such  as  the  Willow  Creek  drainage  in  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  and  the  northern  portion  of  the  Chalone  Creek  drainage  in  Pinnacles 
National  Monument. 

I  believe  that  the  “wilderness  threshold”  concept,  as  proposed  in  Lassen 
Volcanic  National  Park  and  other  areas,  is  unnecessary  and  possibly  even  danger¬ 
ous  to  future  protection  of  wilderness  areas.  The  wilderness  boundaries  should 
come  down  to  the  roads  and  the  spur  roads  in  all  parks  and  monuments. 

My  family  and  I  have  spent  a  great  deal  of  time  in  many  national  parks  and 
monuments.  We  believe  that  any  new  roads  planned  in  these  areas  should  be 
considered  only  as  a  last  resort  in  gaining  access.  “Motor  nature  trails”  are 
incongruous  and  serve  only  to  harden  the  insistent  use  of  automobiles.  More 
roads  generate  more  traffic  congestion  along  with  the  accompanying  noise  and 
air  pollution.  Additional  roads  will  not  enhance  our  parks  and  monuments. 
These  areas  are  supposed  to  be  refuges  and  a  change  from  the  artificiality  which 
abounds  elsewhere. 

Roads  into  wilderness  are  entirely  incompatible,  of  course.  Any  existing  serv¬ 
ice  roads,  fire  roads,  and  the  like  should  not  be  “improved”  or  extended  so  as 
to  create  through  roads  or  loop  roads.  These  existing  unimproved  roads  should 
remain  in  the  trail  category.  It  is  our  experience  that  additional  trails  in  some 
wilderness  areas  may  be  necessary  to  disperse  visitors.  In  any  case,  wilderness 
needs  to  be  expanded  and  protected,  not  diminished  and  debased. 

Some  people  think  that  wilderness  preservation  constitutes  a  “locking  up”  of 
resources  and  serves  no  useful  purpose,  It  is  regrettable  that  they  have  so  little 
understanding.  The  profit  of  rejuvenated  air,  purified  water  and  refreshment  of 
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the  spirit  is  no  less  real  than  dollar  profit — and  it  serves  all  the  people.  If  it  is 
a  minority  of  the  public  that  chooses  a  wilderness  experience  rather  than  some 
other  form  of  recreation,  it  is  a  minority  that  deserves  equal  consideration. 

I  respectfully  urge  your  committee  to  exclude  the  development  or  upgrading 
of  roads  from  existing  wild  lands.  Instead,  please  include  as  much  land  as  possible 
in  the  National  Wilderness  System. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  and  consideration. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Diane  T.  Graves  ' 

Mrs.  James  F.  Graves. 


Colorado  Springs,  Colo.,  February  11,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

New  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  wish  to  give  my  earnest  support  to  five  bills,  all 
dealing  with  wilderness  designation  for  certain  portions  of  National  Park  lands  in 
California.  If  this  is  not  done,  there  will  be  serious  confusion  between  enjoyment 
and  development  of  these  national  parks.  At  this  time  we  must  press  for  full 
application  of  the  strong,  comprehensive  national  wilderness  policy  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Law  which  can  provide  for  the  prompt  inclusion  of  all  deserving  Federal  lands 
in  the  National  Wilderness  System. 

The  motor  nature  trails  proposed  by  the  National  Park  Service  in  some  now- 
wild  sections  of  the  parks  also  betray  a  serious  confusion  between  enjoyment  and 
development  which,  if  not  resisted  will  result  in  loss  of  the  expansive  wilderness 
that  best  distinguishes  the  national  parks  and  monuments.  The  Wilderness  Act 
enables  the  Congress  to  protect  the  essential  public  values  of  the  parks  by  adding 
to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  all  qualifying  wilderness  portions 
of  the  National  Park  System.  I  will  list  the  five  bills  mentioned  above. 

S.  713,  Desolation  Wilderness,  Eldorado  National  Forest. — I  urge  support  of 
the  Forest  Service  proposal  to  add  64,097  acres  to  the  Wilderness  System  to 
protect  against  roads  and  accompanying  development. 

Ventena  Wilderness,  S.  714. — Add  2,934  acres  for  meadows,  magnificent  oaks, 
and  sycamores,  also  Willow  Creek  in  order  to  preserve  a  popular  back-packing 
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S.  715,  Lassen  Volcanic  Park. — Adopt  National  Park  Service  proposal  to  add 
three  wilderness  areas  totaling  73,333  acres.  This  will  protect  101,000  acres  within 
Lassen  Park  from  roads  and  other  destruction. 

S.  711,  Lava  Beds  National  Monument. — Designation  of  wilderness  area  to 
32,000  acres  of  the  monument’s  area  to  protect  wildlife  and  prevent  road  con¬ 
struction. 

S.  712,  Pinnacles  National  Monument,  should  have  an  addition  of  13,000  acres 
to  form  a  contiguous  wilderness  and  prevent  road  construction  to  a  major  part 
of  this  unit. 

I  urge  your  support  for  these  important  measures. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Oren  V.  Shaw. 


Pacific  Grove,  Calif.,  February  12,  1969. 

Senator  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  It  is  my  understanding  that  on  the  18th  and  19th 
of  February  your  Committee  will  be  considering  areas  for  inclusion  in  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Bill. 

We  are  interested  in  the  Ventana  Wilderness  which  has  been  so  designated  by 
the  Forest  Service  and  is  shown  on  our  maps.  It  is  very  interesting  and  surprisin'; 
area  of  wilderness  close  to  populated  areas  and  through  highways.  It  is  much  used 
by  people  of  this  immediate  area  but  also  by  residents  of  the  Bay  Cities  area 
during  the  winter  and  spring  months  when  the  Sierra  is  available  only  to  skiers. 
The  peaks  within  this  wilderness  reach  heights  of  over  5000  feet  within  only  a 
few  miles  of  the  coast.  In  the  canyons  scattered  through  it  are  good  stands'  of 
redwood  and  a  native  tree,  the  Santa  Lucia  Fir,  which  is  found  no-where  else. 

We  would  like  the  area  included  in  the  Ventana  Wilderness  to  be  expanded 
according  to  the  request  already  with  your  committee.  Within  this  expanded 
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area,  is  also  the  watershed  for  the  Monterey  Peninsula,  and  it  is  important  that 
this  be  kept  as  intact  as  possible  for  water  is  a  precious  item  in  California. 

The  extension  asked  for  will  also  include  the  upper  portions  of  the  Arroyo 
Seco  Canyon  which  is  a  most  unusual  recreational  feature  consisting  of  a  long 
series  of  rock-walled  pools  which  can  be  entered  at  the  upper  end  and  climbed 
and  swum  through.  Young  people  and  vigorous  adults  find  it  a  wonderful  treat 
that  has  few  if  any  equals. 

This  whole  area  is  a  young  peoples  delight  and  for  those  of  us  who  are  no 
longer  young  we  can  only  hope  that  some  of  these  will  be  retained  inviolate  for 
the  younger  generation  so  that  they  can  enjoy  what  once  gave  us  delight. 

Since  the  jurisdiction  of  these  Wilderness  Areas  will  lie  with  the  Forest  Service, 
I  am  sure  they  will  do  a  good  job  of  protecting  them.  However,  to  have  them 
included  in  the  Wilderness  Bill  will  make  it  easier  for  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  resist  pressures  to  cut  down  on  them.  Therefore,  it  would  be  much  appreciated 
if  this  area,  with  its  extensions,  is  included  in  the  Wilderness  Bill. 

Sincerely, 


Glenn  E.  Mills, 
Ernestine  P.  Mills. 


Wildlife  Management  Institute, 

W ashington,  D.C.,  February  18,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  The  Institute  will  not  be  able  to  be  represented  at 
the  public  hearings  on  S.  713  and  S.  714,  bills  to  create  the  Desolation  and  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  Areas  in  California.  We  wish  to  comment  on  the  two  bills 
briefly,  however. 

It  is  our  understanding  that  conservationists  widely  favor  the  boundary  lines 
that  have  been  recommended  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  for  the  Desolation 
Wilderness.  The  proposal  represents  an  enlargement  of  the  existing  primitive 
area,  and  it  is  believed  that  the  new  boundary  lines  take  in  country  that  deserves 
permanent  dedication  for  wilderness  purposes.  We  are  pleased  to  add  our  en¬ 
dorsement  to  that  which  has  been  received  for  S.  713. 

Individuals  whose  opinions  we  respect  tell  us  that  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
proposal,  S.  714,  would  be  improved  by  the  addition  of  the  less  than  3000  acres 
comprising  the  Willow  Creek  drainage  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  area.  Portions 
of  the  area  are  used  by  youth  and  family  camping  groups,  who  back-pack  into 
the  valley  in  order  to  enjoy  the  wilderness  features  it  offers. 

It  is  believed  that  the  natural  character  of  the  area  would  be  best  served  by  its 
inclusion  in  the  wilderness  area.  It  is  hoped  that  the  committee  will  have  an 
opportunity  for  a  thorough  discussion  of  the  Willow  Creek  drainage  with  the 
knowledgeable  persons  that  will  make  statements  in  behalf  of  S.  714  at  the 
public  hearings  this  week. 

We  believe  that  the  Forest  Service  has  done  a  generally  excellent  job  in  de¬ 
veloping  these  two  wilderness  proposals  in  cooperation  with  California  conser¬ 
vation  interests. 

I  would  appreciate  having  this  letter  made  a  part  of  the  hearing  record. 

Sincerely, 

C.  R.  Gutermuth, 

Vice-President. 


Carmel  Valley,  Calif.,  February  S3,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  should  like  to  express  my  complete  support  for  S.  714,  your  and 
Senator  Cranston’s  bill  to  establish  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  in  the  Los 
Padres  National  Forest. 

At  the  same  time  I  should  like  to  urge  the  inclusion  of  a  small  additional  area, 
the  2,934-acre  valley  of  Willow  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Arroyo  Seco.  This  scenic 
canyon  is  one  of  the  only  two  access  routes  from  the  Salinas  \  alley  to  the  southern 
portion  of  the  proposed  Wilderness  Area,  and  is  just  as  deserving  of  inclusion  as 
the  other,  Lost  Valley,  which  is  already  part  of  the  Forest  Service  proposal  and 
S.  714.  Furthermore,  Willow  Creek  enters  the  Arroyo  Seco  just  a  short  distance 
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downstream  from  the  very  heavily  used  Forest  Service  roadside  camp  at  Horse- 
bridge,  and  if  protected  in  its  present  state,  would  offer  a  prime  wilderness  experi¬ 
ence  for  the  many  fishermen  and  hikers  taking  day  trips  from  this  campground. 

In  the  14  years  I  have  lived  in  Monterey  County,  I  have  been  through  this 
area  a  number  of  times  on  camping  trips  and  hikes  with  my  family,  friends,  and 
youth  groups,  and  can  attest  wholeheartedly  to  its  high  caliber  as  wilderness  and 
to  its  need  for  the  protection  which  wilderness  designation  would  afford. 

Despite  overwhelming  support  for  this  area  at  the  June  1967  field  hearings  on 
the  Forest  Service  proposal,  this  valley  was  not  included  in  the  Forest  Service 
recommendation;  yet  I  have  been  unable  to  learn  of  any  plans  for  the  area 
which  would  preclude  its  designation  as  wilderness. 

Once  again  may  I  respectfully  urge  that  your  committee  give  favorable  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  addition  of  Willow  Creek  to  the  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness 
Area.  I  should  appreciate  having  this  letter  made  a  part  of  the  hearing  record. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mary  Ann  Matthews. 

Mrs.  W.  V.  Graham  Matthews. 


Portland,  Oreg.,  February  IS,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.: 

Western  Wood  Products  Association  is  pleased  to  add  its  endorsement  for 
wilderness  classification  of  the  Ventana  and  Desolation  Primitive  Areas  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  We  urge,  however,  that  wilderness  classification  include  only  those  areas 
so  recommended  by  the  Forest  Service  for  wilderness  and  set  forth  in  its  proposal 
for  each  area.  We  believe  that  wilderness  classification  should  follow  a  thorough, 
orderly  study  of  each  proposed  area.  This  has  been  done  thus  far  with  respect  to 
these  two  primitive  areas.  We  ask  the  committee  to  proceed  with  extreme  caution 
in  approving  wilderness  classification  for  other  areas  in  the  West  which  it  may 
consider.  We  point  to  the  fact  that  there  now  exist  proposals  for  single-use  with¬ 
drawal  of  commercial  forest  laud  in  the  West  which  total  in  excess  of  8  million 
acres  and  26  billion  board  feet  of  commercial  timber. 

We  are  vitally  aware  of  the  raw  material  supply  requirements  implied  by  the 
Housing  Act  of  196S  in  setting  national  goals  for  decent  housing  for  our  citizens. 
Therefore,  we  believe  that  the  studied  consideration  of  Congress  will  be  both 
vital  and  necessary  if  we  are  to  meet  expanded  building  material  requirements 
from  a  continually  shrinking  forest  land  base. 

Cordially, 

Knox  Marshall, 

Director  of  Forestry  Services,  Western  Wood  Products  Association. 


Monterey,  Calif.,  February  25,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  May  I  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my  strong 
support  of  Senate  Bill  714  relating  to  the  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  of 
California. 

I  strongly  urge  that  the  Willow  Creek  area  be  added  and  included.  It  is  a  re¬ 
markably  beautiful  place  and  there  is  great  justification  for  its  preservation  and 
protection.  My  family,  friends  and  I  have  hiked  throughout  this  area  extensively. 
We  feel  that  wilderness  is  an  increasingly  important  and  necessary  part  of  civiliza¬ 
tion  especially  in  view  of  the  complexities  of  our  life  today.  We  must  preserve  ! 
intact  and  undiminished  what  little  wilderness  remains. 

Please  do  everything  possible  to  pass  Senate  Bill  714  including  the  Willow 
Creek  Area.  Thank  you  for  your  efforts. 

Yours  truly, 


Robert  Downs. 


Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  February  15, 1969. 

Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  Hearings  to  reclassify  the  Desolation  Valley  Primi¬ 
tive  Area  to  the  Desolation  Valley  Wilderness,  under  provisions  of  the  Wilderness 
Act,  will  soon  be  held.  I  wholeheartedly  support  the  proposal  to  create  this  wilder¬ 


ness  area. 


The  proposed  64,000  acre  Desolation  Valley  Wilderness  is  an  excellent  recom¬ 
mendation  for  which  the  Forest  Service  is  to  be  commended.  The  wilderness  area 
is  heavily  used  bj'  hikers  and  horseback  riders,  and  is  readily  accessible  to  the 
people  in  the  San  Francisco  and  Sacramento  Metropolitan  Areas.  The  wilderness 
contains  some  of  the  most  beautiful  alpine  and  subalpine  wild  country  to  be  found 
anywhere.  This  area  needs  the  protection  from  the  encroachments  of  man,  and 
inclusion  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  will  give  the  area  such 
protection.  I  have  spent  many  hours  hiking  in  the  proposed  wilderness,  its  unique 
beauty  draws  me  back  there  every  summer  and  fall. 

Therefore,  I  urge  adoption  of  the  64,000  acre  Desolation  Valley  Wilderness,  to 
be  permanently  included  in  the  wilderness  system. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Saretsky. 


Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  February  12,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  Jackson, 

('Ii airman,  Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  understand  that  hearings  will  soon  be  held  to 
consider  inclusion  of  the  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  in  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System.  I  am  in  favor  of  a  permanent  Ventana  Wilderness. 

The  U.S.  Forest  Service  recommended  for  a  94,728  acre  wilderness  is  an  excellent 
proposal,  and  the  Forest  Service  is  to  be  commended  for  its  inclusion  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  40,000  acres  of  hitherto  de-facto  wilderness.  However,  I  feel  that  in  order 
to  have  logical  boundaries,  properly  rounding  out  the  wilderness,  two  areas 
should  be  added.  One  is  in  the  southeast  portion.  This  is  the  Willow  Creek  unit 
consisting  of  approximately  3000  acres.  Willow  Creek  is  a  branch  of  Tassajara 
Creek.  I  feel  this  area  would  make  a  fine  addition  to  the  proposal.  In  the  northeast 
section  is  located  Miller  Fork  Creek,  containing  3480  acres.  This  parcel  has  excel¬ 
lent  wilderness  qualities  and  should  also  be  part  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness. 

I  oppose  any  irrigation  projects  on  the  Arroyo  Seco  River  which  will  result  in 
the  construction  of  dams  and  inundating  portions  of  the  scenic  Arroyo  Seco 
Gorge,  within  the  proposed  wilderness.  The  wilderness  and  recreational  values 
would  seem  to  far  outweigh  any  benefits  which  may  be  derived  from  damming 
the  Arroyo  Seco  River.  Such  projects  can  be  placed  on  the  other  rivers  which 
drain  the  eastern  slopes  of  the  Santa  Lucia  Mountains  and  are  outside  the  proposed 


wilderness. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness  is  located  close  to  the  San  Francisco  Metropolitan 
Area  and  is  readily  available  to  a  large  number  of  people.  It  is  the  only  wilderness 
in  Northern  California  which  will  be  open  to  hikers  and  horseback  riders  during 
the  winter  months  since  most  of  the  area  is  below  the  snow  level,  and  all  other 
wilderness  areas  will  be  closed  by  snow  until  Jul}r. 

Therefore,  I  urge  you  to  approve  a  100,000  acre  Ventana  Wilderness  consisting 
of  the  94,728  acre  Forest  Service  recommendation,  plus  additions  in  Willow  Creek 


and  Miller  Fork,  totaling  6000  acres. 
Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  Saretsky. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  19,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  the  Interior, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  should  like  to  express  my  support  of  the  position  of 
the  Sierra  Club  and  The  Wilderness  Society  and  other  conservation  groups  on  the 
designation  of  wilderness  in  the  areas  being  considered  by  your  committee  in  the 
February  18  hearing. 
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I  am  particularly  interested  in  the  status  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  which  is 
at  my  back  door  and  where  I  have  had  many  trail  hikes,  and  in  the  Pinnacles 
Wilderness,  which  is  within  a  couple  of  hours  drive  from  home,  and  which  I  have 
photographed  thoroughly. 

Please  make  this  a  part  of  the  public  record. 

Sincerely, 

C.  Edward  Graves. 


Pocatello,  Idaho, 

February  16,  1969. 

lion.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

New  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  Please  enter  this  statement  in  the  official  record  of  the 
Congressional  Wildernesss  Reviews  on  Wilderness  proposals  in  five  California 
areas:  The  Desolation,  Ventana,  Lassen  Peak,  Raker  Peak,  Black  Lava  and 
Pinnacles  National  Forest  or  parks  areas. 

I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  Congress  protecting  present  and  long  range  public 
values  of  the  parks  by  now  adding  to  the  National  Wildeniess  Preservation  Sys¬ 
tem  those  portions  as  recommended  by  the  Wilderness  Society. 

It  now  appears  that  Americans  are  in  general  agreement  on  working  towards 
assuring  a  quality  environment  for  present  and  future  generations.  Of  crucial 
importance,  if  we  are  to  survive  as  a  free  people,  is  our  ability  to  understand 
ourselves  and  the  society  in  which  we  live;  setting  the  stage  for  this  kind  of  self 
understanding  requires  a  differentiated  use  of  our  environment  according  to 
individual  needs.  The  Wilderness  areas  proposed  in  these  five  bills  now  present 
precisely  this  opportunity  to  protect  those  values  in  our  national  park  system. 

Assuring  a  “quality  environment”  often  requires  that  hard  decisions  be  made. 
In  this  case  I  would  think  that  the  proposed  Wilderness  areas  would  qualify  for 
such  inclusion  without  too  much  difficulty.  The  significance  of  this  action,  rather, 
is  the  opportunity  to  now  make  a  decision  which  may  well  set  a  pattern  for  future 
actions  relating  to  a  “quality  environment.” 

Respectfully, 

T.  Russell  Mager. 


Reno,  Nev.,  February  11,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  urge  you  to  support  the  bill  that  would  designate 
a  Desolation  Wilderness.  The  Forest  Service  has  come  up  with  a  fine  proposal  for 
this  spectacular  area.  I  have  made  five  separate  visits  to  the  proposed  wilderness. 
On  one  visit,  I  climbed  a  ridge  above  Gilmore  Lake  and  from  there  saw  spectacular 
views  of  Mt.  Tallac,  Dicks  Peak,  Half  Moon  Lake,  Gilmore  Lake,  and  Susie  Lake. 
Another  time,  we  hiked  to  Grass  Lake,  travelled  two  rough  cross-country  miles  to 
Susie  Lake,  and  finally  ended  up  at  beautiful  Heather  Lake.  Contained  within  the 
proposed  Wilderness  are  many  high  peaks  with  beautiful  lakes  on.  their  flanks. 
Most  of  the  area  is  glaciated  alpine  country  with  little  vegetation  but  portions  of  it 
are  forested.  I  feel  that  it  is  important  that  wilderness  areas  like  Desolation 
Valley  are  set  aside  so  that  this  generation  and  future  generations  can  experience 
the  solitude  and  beauty  of  country  that  is  still  the  way  it  was  centuries  ago. 

The  Forest  Service  also  has  come  up  with  a  fine  proposal  for  a  Ventana  Wildernes 
on  the  California  Coast  to  protect  the  Santa  Lucia  Range.  However,  an  additional 
3,000  acres  should  be  added  to  preserve  Willow  Creek  and  its  magnificent  forest 
of  oaks  and  sycamores.  This  Wilderness  also  will  probably  be  the  only  Wilderness 
where  the  Coastal  Redwood  and  Santa  Lucia  Fir  are  represented. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Reed  Secord. 


Bogue  &  Weeks, 

Vermillion,  S.  Dak.,  February  12,  1969. 
Re  S.  711,  S.  712,  S.  713,  S.  714,  and  S.  715. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

U.S.  Senator,  Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  With  considerable  interest  I  have  watched  the- 
progress  of  national  park  service  and  forest  service  proposals- which,  have  resulted. 
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in  the  above  proposed  legislation.  As  one  who  very  strongly  favors  full  and  wide 
application  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act,  I  urge  that  each"  of  the  above  bills  be 
adopted  with  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  Wilderness  Society  and  by  the 
Sierra  Club.  Truly  primitive  territories  are  of  such  scarcity  that  no  part  of  any 
should  be  wasted.  Providing  “wilderness  thresholds”  buffer  zone  and  highway 
access  around  or  into  these  areas  will  inevitably  result  in  a  wasting  of  a  truly 
valuable  national  asset.  I  most  sincerely  plead  that  the  changes  asked  by  the 
Sierra  Club  and  the  Wilderness  Society  be  incorporated  into  each  of  the  above 
mentioned  enactments  and  that  they  be  adopted  as  thus  changed. 

Yours  truly, 

Martin  Weeks. 


Chapel  Hill,  N.C.,  February  13,  1969. 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  urge  ratification  of  Desolation 
Primitive  Area  and  Lassen  Nat’l  Park  as  wilderness  areas  (in  the  latter  case 
including  the  Mt.  Harkness  &  Emigrant  Gap  areas).  From  by  own  point  of  view, 
that  of  a  geologist  and  “nature  lover”  (to  use  an  overworked  phrase)  both  these 
areas  are  outstanding  both  in  their  geologic  settings  and  their  contrasting  esthetic 
and  wilderness  appeal.  I  know  both  areas  from  first  hand  expereince,  Desolation 
in  particular. 

Also  of  major  importance  is  the  ratification  of  Ventana  Wilderness  (including 
Willow  Creek).  This  is  spectacular  and  beautiful  country  as  well  as  being  part 
of  the  most  rugged  part  of  the  California  coast.  I  feel  that  wilderness  designation 
for  this  area  is  of  major  priority. 

Yours  sincerely, 


Michael  D.  Lampen. 


Washington,  D.C.,  February  21, 1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson,  U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  It  is  a  somewhat  unusual  and  a  genuine  pleasure  to 
be  able  to  back  up  a  Forest  Service  proposal  for  Wilderness  designation  without 
any  complaints  or  suggestions.  This  is  the  case  with  their  excellent  proposal  for 
a  full-sized  Wilderness  in  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area.  I  have  walked 
into  that  area  and  can  picture  with  delight  the  territory  which  will,  if  your  Com¬ 
mittee  and  Congress  as  a  whole  acts  upon  the  recommendation,  be  preserved  for 
all  time. 

I  should  like  also,  as  a  member  of  the  Wilderness  Society,  to  back  up  the  Forest 
Service  on  the  Ventana  Wilderness  proposal,  but  with  one  slight  request  for  amend¬ 
ment.  Could  not  the  Willow  Creek  drainage  of  about  3,000  acres  be  added  to  the 
Forest  Service  proposal?  That  area  above  the  Big  Sur  is  magnificent  country  and 
I  hope  that  as  much  of  it  as  possible  will  be  placed  under  this  form  of  protection. 

I  was  unable  to  attend  the  hearings  on  18  February  and  hope  that  it  is  appropri¬ 
ate  for  this  letter  to  be  included  in  the  Hearing  Record  as  it  is  printed. 

Respectfully  yours, 

R.  W.  Van  Wagenen. 


Sierra  Club, 

Atlantic  Chapter, 

New  York,  N.Y.,  February  21,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  The  Atlantic  Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club  supports 
strongly  the  views  of  the  Sierra  Club  and  The  Wilderness  Society  and  their 
recommendations  on  the  following  proposals  for  Wilderness  Act  legislation: 

1.  Desolation  Wilderness  (S.  713). 

2.  Ventana  Wilderness  (S.  714). 

3.  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park  (S.  715). 

4.  Lava  Beds  National  Monument  (S.  711). 

5.  Pinnacles  National  Monument  (S.  712). 

Sincerely, 

Alfred  S.  Forsyth, 
Chairman,  Conservation  Committee. 
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Morrisonville,  N.Y.,  February  21,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  am  writing  as  Co-Chairman  of  the  Conservation 
Committee  of  the  North  Country  Chapter  of  the  Adirondack  Mountain  Club. 

Our  Committee  is  very  much  concerned  that  progress  be  made  toward  including 
the  many  wilderness  area  proposals  which  are  now  backed  up  awaiting  congres¬ 
sional  actions.  The  setting  up  of  this  system  is  the  last  good  chance  for  maintaining 
a  portion  of  this  nation  as  it  once  wras.  We  urge  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  who 
bears  the  heavy  responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  this  national  treasure  to  pur¬ 
sue,  and  we  urge  the  committee  to  cooperate  in  the  passage  of  S.  713,  S.  714,  S.  715, 
S.  711,  and  S.  712.  We  would  strongly  back  the  recommendations  of  the  Wilderness 
Society  and  the  Sierra  Club  for  increasing  the  size  of  these  areas,  particularly 
Lassen  Volcanic  Park.  We  strongly  oppose  the  concept  of  “motor  nature  trails”, 
one  of  which  is  apparently  proposed  by  the  Park  Service  for  the  Lava  Beds 
National  Monument.  We  have  so  many  “motor  nature  trails”  that  our  environ¬ 
ment  is  all  “motor”  and  no  “nature”.  We  have  paid  heavily  for  this  in  poorer 
living  conditions. 

May  we  urge  prompt  action  on  all  wilderness  inclusions  so  as  to  carry  out  the 
intent  of  this  excellent  legislation. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Howard  K.  Read. 


Missouri  Valley  Clinic, 
Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  February  13,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Public  Land  Subcommittee,  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

New  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  Speaking  for  the  North  Dakota  Chapter  of  the 
Wilderness  Society  and  the  5,000  members  of  the  North  Dakota  Chapter  of  the 
National  Wildlife  Federation,  I  would  heartily  support  the  findings  of  the  con¬ 
servation  groups  including  the  Wilderness  Society  and  the  Sierra  Club  in  regard 
to  the  Pinnacles  National  Monument,  the  Lava  Beds  National  Monument, 
Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park,  Ventana  Wilderness,  and  Desolation  Wilderness. 
Not  only  must  we  add  the  greatest  amount  of  wilderness  and  buffer  zones  to  the 
areas  as  listed,  but  we  must  dissuade  the  National  Park  Service  of  the  extreme 
folly  of  continued  “development”  and  road  building. 

The  continuing  over-development  of  national  parks  with  paved  roads  through 
every  nook  and  cranny  is,  as  a  result  of  pressure  from  the  tourist  industry  and  the 
automotive  industry,  is  destroying  our  last  unspoiled  national  treasure.  There  is 
absolutely  no  reason,  absolutely  none,  why  a  person  cannot  walk — young  or  old. 
Please  make  this  letter  a  part  of  the  hearing  records.  Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


George  M.  Johnson,  M.D. 


Scottsdale,  Ariz.,  February  11,  1969. 

Senator  Frank  Church, 

Chairman,  Public  Lands  Subcommittee, 

Senate  Interior  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Church:  I  wish  to  register  my  support  in  the  record  of  the  hearing 
for  the  five  wilderness  proposals  your  committee  is  now  considering.  At  a  time 
when  population  pressures  on  our  remaining  wild  areas  are  increasing  at  an 
alarming  rate,  it  is  particularly  important  to  establish  reserves  of  high  quality 
wilderness. 

The  Forest  Service  proposal  for  a  Desolation  Wilderness  (S.  713)  is  adequate 
as  written;  however,  strong  citizen  support  for  adding  the  Willow  Creek  drainage 
system,  bringing  the  total  acreage  to  97,662  acres,  should  be  reflected  by  adding 
the  Willow  Creek  area  to  the  Ventana  Wilderness  proposal  (S.  714). 

I  am  continually  concerned  over  Park  Service  proposals  to  intrude  more  roads 
and  “motor  nature  trails”  into  the  wild  areas  of  our  national  parks.  I  also  find 
their  insistance  on  buffer  zones  between  roads  and  wilderness  boundaries  unneces¬ 
sary.  Therefore,  in 
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Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park  (S.  715),  1  support  the  conservationist  proposal 
to  create  three  wilderness  areas  within  the  park  totaling  101,000  acres,  and  the 
elimination  of  buffer  zones; 

Lava  Beds  National  Monument  (S.  711)  I  concur  with  the  suggestion  of  bringing 
the  Black  Lava  Flow  Wilderness  area  boundary  down  to  the  Monument  road  and 
spurs.  I  also  support  creation  of  a  second  wilderness  area  in  the  Schonchin  and 
Three  Sisters  Lava  flow  amounting  to  21,000  acres  as  proposed  by  Sierra  Club 
and  the  Wilderness  Society. 

Pinnacles  National  Monument  Again,  please  deny  any  proposals  for  motor 
nature  trails  and  establish  one  contiguous  unit  of  13,000  acres  in  the  existing 
monument,  excluding  only  those  areas  which  are  already  developed. 

Sincerely, 


Elizabeth  B.  Barnett. 
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New  Haven,  Conn.,  February  28,  1969. 

Senator  Frank  Church, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Church:  Long  having  been  interested  in  conservation,  and  in 
particular,  conservation  of  those  few  remaining  areas  of  virgin  wilderness  in  this 
country,  it  has  come  to  my  attention  that  during  the  opening  session  of  the  91st 
Congress,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  Affairs  will  hold  hearings  upon  the 
proposal  for  re-enacting  various  areas  of  national  wildernesses  in  accordance  with 
the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Congress  must  enact  specific  legislation  for  each 
wilderness  area  in  order  that  it  will  be  fully  protected  under  the  1964  Wilderness 
Act  and  that  there  are  five  areas  in  the  State  of  California  which  are  in  debate. 
I  have  visited  several  of  the  areas  concerned  and  I  wish  to  state  that  it  would  be  a 
grave  and  irreparable  loss  for  our  country  if  the  following  five  areas  were  not  given 
the  fullest  protection  under  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  I  refer  of  course  to  the 
Desolation,  Ventana,  Lassen  Peak,  Raker  Peak,  Black  Lava  Schonchin,  Pinnacle 
Wildernesses. 

It  is  my  hope  that  you  and  the  other  members  of  the  Committee  will  take  the 
interest  to  fully  evaluate  the  unique  qualities  of  each  of  these  areas  and  you  will 
keep  in  mind  the  pressing  need  for  conservation  of  such  territory  for  our  nation. 
So  little  was  done  in  the  past  in  the  way  of  conservation  and  I  think  that  all  of  us 
now  realize  how  necessary  it  is  to  make  a  concerted  effort  to  maintain  those  few 
areas  which  now  remain. 

With  every  best  wish,  I  remain, 

Sincerely  yours, 

George  Davison  Ackley. 


San  Jose,  Calif,  February  25,  1969. 

Senator  Frank  Church, 

Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Church:  The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  inform  you  of  my 
position  on  the  five  Wilderness  Area  proposals  for  California. 

(1)  Desolation  Wilderness  (S.  713) :  I  fully  support  the  Forest  Service’s  proposal 
for  a  64,097-acre  Desolation  Wilderness  Area. 

(2)  Lava  Beds  National  Monument  (S.  711):  The  National  Park  Service’s 
proposal  for  a  9,197-acre  wilderness  needs  expansion  to  place  32,000  acres  of  Lava 
Beds  National  Monument  under  wilderness  area  protection.  The  black  lava  flow 
area  should  be  expanded  to  bring  the  boundary  to  the  monument  road  and  its 
spurs.  There  should  also  be  created  a  second  Wilderness  area  of  21,000  acres 
which  would  include  both  Schonchin  and  Three  Sisters  lava  flows — the  wild 
heartland  of  the  lava  beds.  Protection  of  these  21,000  acres  is  needed  to  prevent 
construction  of  a  “motor  trail”  along  the  route  of  Old  Lyons  Road,  which  instead 
could  easily  become  a  wilderness  trail.  Therefore,  with  these  additions  mentioned 
above,  the  Wilderness  Areas  should  total  32,000  acres. 

(3)  Pinnacles  National  Monument  (S.  712):  The  National  Park  Service’s  pro¬ 
posal  for  5,330  acres  should  be  expanded  to  include  a  total  of  13,000  acres  within 
Wilderness  Area  protection.  This  would  be  inclusion  of  the  scenic  foreground  of 
the  road  corridors  and'the  wild  northern  part  of  Chalone  Creek  drainage.  I  oppose 
the  Service’s  plan  to  build  a  one-way  “motor  trail”  on  Chalone  Creek.  With  the 
two  additions  indicated  above,  the  Wilderness  Area  should  total  13,000  acres. 
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(4)  Venlana  Wilderness  (S.  714):  The  Forest  Service’s  proposal  for  a  94,728- 
acre  Wilderness  should  be  expanded  to  97,662  acres,  which  wolud  include  the 
Willow  Creek  Valley  drainage  of  meadows  and  large  oaks  and  sycamores.  At  the 
field  hearing  for  Ventana  Wilderness  there  was  strong  citizen  support  for  this 
addition  of  Willow  Creek  and  I,  too,  support  this  addition  to  create  a  97,662-acre 
Ventana  Wilderness. 

(5)  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park  (S.  715):  The  proposal  for  three  Wilderness 
Areas  totalling  73,333  acres  should  also  be  expanded  to  make  these  three  areas 
total  101,000  acres.  The  scenic  foreground  on  both  sides  of  existing  park  roads 
should  be  protected  with  Wilderness  designation  (the  boundaries  are  at  present 
set  back  up  to  a  mile  from  the  roads  for  no  logical  or  necessary  reason) ;  the  Mt. 
Harkness  area  and  the  route  of  the  historic  Emigrant  Trail  should  also  be  included 
in  the  Wilderness  designation.  The  total  of  these  three  Wilderness  Areas  should 
be  101,000  acres  of  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  and  possible  support  of  these  changes. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Bonnie  L.  Doran. 


Sacramento,  Calif.,  February  16,  1969. 

Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Gentlemen:  Herewith  I  wish  to  make  known  my  views  on  the  subject  of  six 
wilderness  proposals  which  are,  I  believe,  scheduled  for  study  and  hearings  before 
your  committee  either  presently  or  in  the  near  future.  All  areas  concerned  are  in 
California. 

1.  Desolation  Valley.  This  proposal  is  good  and  I  hope  that  it  will  be  approved. 
My  acquaintance  with  this  area  stems  from  several  knapsack  trips  therein  with  a 
number  of  Camp  Fire  Girl  groups,  my  role  being  that  of  leader  or  co-leader. 

2.  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park.  We  visit  this  park  every  few  years.  Do  not 
(as  now  proposed)  set  Wilderness  boundaries  back  from  the  road  (in  some  instances 
as  much  as  a  whole  mile  back).  No  good  purpose  is  to  be  served  by  such  a  set¬ 
back.  “Buffer  zone”?  No.  It  would  only  encourage  “shoestring”  development. 
Then  where’s  Wilderness  scenery?  Also,  include  Mt.  Harkness  and  the  old  Emi¬ 
grant  Trail.  In  its  original  state,  the  latter  is  a  thrill  to  travel  or  just  to  see.  As  a 
part  of  a  modern  road  or  other  development,  it  is  a  nothing. 

3.  Lava  Beds  National  Monument.  My  first  visit  there  was  in  about  1935,  with 
at  least  two  subsequent  visits.  Here  we  need  to  add  the  Sonchin  and  the  Three 
Sisters  lava  flows,  and  the  desert  expanse  of  grasses  and  sagebrush  which  constitute 
the  core,  or  heartland  of  the  lava  beds  area. 

A-  Pinnacles  National  Monument.  I  first  visited  Pinnacles  as  a  newlywed  in 
1934  and  last  visited  in  1965.  Here  too,  don’t  omit  the  scenic  foregrounds  of  the 
road  corridors.  And  don’t  omit,  the  Chalone  Creek  area,  a  major  wild  area.  There 
seems  no  reason  to  “develop”  or  “improve” (?)  (impossible!)  this  area  by  new 
roads,  including  a  link  which  would  cut  the  Monument  in  two.  This  Monument 
has  been  a  great  place  for  family  week  ends,  among  other  uses,  the  main  attrac¬ 
tions  being  the  caves  under  the  tumbled  boulders  and  hikes  to  viewpoints.  A 
through  road  would  be  a  liability  and  a  needless  loss  of  wilderness  values. 

5.  Ventana  Wild  Area.  Although  I  have  been  here  it  is  the  least  well-known  to 
me  of  the  areas  in  question.  The  total  acreage  should  be  increased  by  the  inclusion 
of  Willow  Creek,  a  measure  for  which  there  has  been  strong  local  support.  In 
driving  the  Paciffic  Coast  it  is  surprising  to  see  how  few  are  the  undeveloped  flat- 
lands. 

I  have  visited  each  of  these  areas  either  once  or  several  times,  as  you  note  above. 
I  value  them  highly  and  hope  that  future  generations  may  have  the  same  privilege 
and  pleasure. 

Thank  you  for  your  efforts  in  behalf  of  Wilderness. 

Sincerely, 


Mrs.  Allen  H.  Brownfield. 
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Carmel,  Calif.,  February  16,  1969. 

Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Room  31 06,  New  Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  writing  to  you  in  order  to  inform  you  of  mv  support  for  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  bill,  S.  714.  Also,  I  am  in  support  of  the  Willow  Creek  area 
being  added  to  the  bill. 

The  5,000  acres  within  Pinnacles  National  Monument  should  also  be  given 
favorable  approval,  as  should  the  Desolation  Wilderness  area  near  Lake  Tahoe. 

As  a  member  of  the  Sierra  Club  and  the  National  Wildlife  Federation,  I  feel 
it  is  tremendously  important  to  conserve  unspoiled  areas  for  future  generations 
to  enjoy. 

Sincerely, 


Gerald  W.  Herrick. 


Crawford  To  Plea  for  Ventana  Wilderness 

Rudd  Crawford,  chairman  of  Ventana  chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club,  left  yesterday 
for  Washington,  D.C.,  where  he  will  testify  next  Tuesday  on  behalf  of  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  bill  before  the  Senate  Interior  Affairs  Committee. 

Francis  Wolcott  of  the  Loma  Prieta  chapter,  within  whose  district  most  of 
Pinnacles  National  Monument  lies,  will  speak  in  support  of  a  proposed  5,000 
acre  wilderness  area  within  the  Pinnacles. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness  bill,  S-14,  calls  for  approximately  94,000  acres.  Craw¬ 
ford  will  ask  the  committee  to  add  the  Willow  Creek  area,  an  addition  of  approx¬ 
imately  3,000  acres  urged  by  the  Sierra  Club. 

Also  to  be  considered  are  Desolation  Wilderness  of  some  40,000  acres  in  the 
mountains  west  of  Lake  Tahoe,  and  73,000  acres  within  Lassen  Volcanic  National 
Park.  Other  Sierra  Club  representatives  will  speak  in  support  of  these  proposals. 


Scottsdale,  Ariz.,  February  11,  1969. 
Re  wilderness  review,  February,  18,  five  California  areas. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson  :  I  hope  your  committee  will  favorably  consider  the  above 
areas  for  Wilderness  classification  with  the  extensions  recommended  by  interested 
citizens  during  the  public  hearings. 

I  personally  entered  a  statement  for  the  hearing  record  regarding  Ventana 
Wilderness  and  Pinnacles  Wilderness  which  I  had  visited  and  wrould  like  to  re¬ 
iterate  that  the  proposals  in  both  instances  are  in  need  of  additional  acreage. 

Since  the  National  Park  Service  retains  its  “buffer  zone”  concept  for  the  areas 
in  its  jurisdiction,  I  might  once  more  mention  opposition  to  this  principle.  Let 
these  areas  be  like  our  existing  Supersition  Wilderness  in  Arizona  and  begin  from 
the  road  terminal. 

Thank  you  for  considering  these  comments. 

Sincerely, 

Eileen  Manderfield. 


The  Ozark  Society, 
Fayetteville,  Ark.,  February  10,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  The  Ozark  Society  is  very  much  interested  in  the 
five  wilderness  bills  to  be  considered  by  your  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Our  position  concurs  with  that  of  the  Wilderness  Society,  on  which  you  are 
already  informed.  We  shall  appreciate  your  consideration  of  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Ozark  Society  and  its  members. 

Sincerely, 


L.  Aucicer,  Secretary. 
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Carmel  Valley,  Calif.,  February  25,  1969. 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committe  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  We  have  hiked  in  the  Los  Padres  Forest  and  Ventana 
Wild  area  for  years  and  consider  it  the  outstanding  coastal  wilderness  of  Central 
California.  We  consider  it  important  that  the  Willow  Creek  area  be  included  in 
the  final  bill,  S-714,  as  this  area  is  fully  deserving  of  being  preserved  as  a  wilder¬ 
ness.  In  these  days  of  increasing  population  density  and  machine  control,  the 
establishment  of  a  strong  wilderness  system  is  one  thing  we  can  do  to  preserve 
some  of  the  natural  beauty  of  this  country  and  to  give  our  future  population 
room  for  relaxation  and  “breathing  space”. 

Sincerely, 

Dale  and  Katharine  Wilson. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  25,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  With  regard  to  S.  714,  the  bill  to  create  a  Ventana 
Wilderness  Area  in  Los  Padres  Forest  near  here,  we  hear  that  the  Forest  Service 
has  relinquished  its  opposition  to  the  inclusion  in  the  Wilderness  of  the  Willow 
Creek  area,  as  recommended  by  local  people  both  at  the  public  hearing  and  since. 

We  therefore  hope  that  this  area  may  be  included  in  the  bill  passed  out  of  the 
Interior  Committee.  The  implementation  of  the  Wilderness  Act  takes  so  long  with 
each  area  that  it  seems  a  good  idea  to  include  within  each  bill  as  much  area  as  may 
ever  be  delineated  “wilderness.”  Many  people  here  who  have  hiked  and  camped  in 
the  Willow  Creek  area  feel  it  to  be  worthy  of  wilderness  status,  and  of  a  lovely 
■quality  which  should  be  kept  in  a  relative  wild  state,  rather  than  with  too  much 
development.  Camp  grounds  do  exist  there,  and  enlargement  of  or  improvement 
of  same  would  not  destory  the  wild  values  of  the  surrounding  country. 

Sincerely, 


Mrs.  Betty  Hughes. 


Northridge,  Calif.,  February  17,  1969. 

Mr.  Walter  J.  Hickel, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 


Senator  Frank  Church, 

U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Church:  This  letter  is  in  reference  to  the  Congressional 
Wilderness  Reviews  which  begin  on  February  18,  1969  concerning  five  wilderness 
areas  in  California. 

I  wish  to  register  my  support  of  the  bills:  S.  713-714.  Having  just  moved  from 
Idaho  to  the  most  populated  section  of  the  country,  has  impressed  upon  me  the 
urgent  need  for  swift  action  on  these  and  other  similar  bills.  With  future  genera¬ 
tions  in  mind,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  we  will  save  and  preserve  all  remaining 
wilderness  areas  within  the  next  ten  years — after  that  there  will  be  nothing  left 
worth  preserving. 

Looking  to  future  needs  is  part  of  any  good  definition  of  conservation.  While 
setting  aside  more  land  for  coming  generations  is  an  idea  that  some  people  have 
difficulty  in  grasping,  nevertheless,  it  is  in  the  best  American  tradition.  I  urge  you 
to  lend  your  support  to  these  bills  and  similar  ones  in  the  future.  Having  enough 
wilderness  areas  for  the  greatly  increased  population  of  the  future  is  a  legacy  we 
can  all  be  proud  of. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Ronald  Wise. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  24,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  heartily  approve  of  S.  714,  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
bill,  but  I  would  also  like  to  see  the  boundary  expanded  to  include  Willow  Creek. 
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I  am  familiar  with  the  area  as  I  have  hiked  over  a  considerable  part  of  the  sug¬ 
gested  additions.  I  feel  sure  it  will  be  more  safely  removed  from  wrongful  use  if  it 
is  made  a  part  of  the  wilderness  area. 

I  ask  that  my  letter  be  made  a  part  of  the  hearing  record. 

Sincerely, 

Donald  Campbell. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  24,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  am  writing  to  you  in  regard  to  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness  Area  in  California.  I  am  hopeful  that  your  committee  will  favorably  consider 
the  addition  of  an  area  called  Willow  Creek  to  the  main  Ventana  Area. 

This  additional  area  is  of  a  character  that  qualifies  for  wilderness  status.  Having 
spent  so  much  time  in  the  area  I  know  that  it  fulfills  wilderness  needs  more  than 
any  conceivable  other  purpose.  I  am  convinced  our  area  needs  this  additional 
Sand. 


Yours  truly, 


David  Hagemeyer. 


Carmel  Valley,  Calif.,  February  24,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

U.  S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  appreciate  the  wise  inclusion  of  beautiful  Willow 
Creek  into  the  Ventana  Wilderness  through  your  bill,  S.  714.  As  a  fairly  frequent 
and  enthusiastic  hiker,  I  wish  to  support  this  inclusion.  Please  make  my  letter 
part  of  the  record. 

Very  sincerely, 

Doyt  Early. 


Carmel  Valley,  Calif.,  February  24,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  urge  you  to  support  the  inclusion  of  Willow  Creek 
an  this  bill.  I  have  hiked  there  many  times. 

Also,  may  I  request  that  this  letter  be  part  of  the  hearing  record. 

Thank  you. 

Yours  truly, 

James  G.  Ziegler. 


Glenside,  Pa.,  February  20,  1969. 

Hon.  Frank  Church, 

U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Church:  I  would  like  to  go  on  record  as  supporting  the  following 
wilderness  legislation:  Desolation,  Ventana,  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park, 
Lava  Beds,  and  Pinnacles  National  Monument. 

I  believe  now  is  the  time  to  protect  forever  what  we  have.  As  pressures  mount 
for  development  of  forest  and  park  lands,  we  must  move  quickly  along  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  as  it  calls  for  under  the 
Wilderness  Act. 

The  proposed  “motor  nature  trails”  in  the  two  national  monuments  show  a 
disregard  for  the  wilderness  aspect  of  the  area.  As  much  wilderness  as  possible 
should  be  protected. 

Thank  you. 

Yours  truly, 


Joseph  L.  Walicki. 
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Carmichael,  Calif.,  February  15,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  We  urge  your  committee  to  add  Desolation  Valley, 
California,  to  the  Wilderness  areas  already  set  aside. 

It’s  about  the  only  spectacular  spot  close  enough  to  a  highway  so  oldsters  like 
us  can  still  hike  in. 

Ellen  and  Gene  Knapp. 


Seattle,  Wash.,  February  11,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  This  letter  is  just  to  notify  you  that  I  favor  the  five 
Senate  bills  coming  up  for  hearings,  related  to  wilderness  designation  and  monu¬ 
ments.  Have  read  the  information  on  each  carefully  and  would  like  this  placed  in 
the  record.  The  bills  are  S.  713,  S.  714,  S.  715,  S.  711,  and  S.  712. 

Very  sincerely, 

Mrs.  Neil  Haig. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  12,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  am  writing  to  ask  your  favorable  consideration  to  the  addition 
of  40,000  acres  in  the  Los  Padres  area,  to  the  Wilderness  area  in  San  Louis  Obispo. 

There  is  so  little  time  left  to  acquire  these  lands  for  ourselves  and  future 
generations. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Mrs.  Ernest  Leffingwell. 


Carmel  Valley,  Calif.,  February  11,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  wish  to  go  on  record  for  support  of  the  proposal 
of  the  Forest  Service  for  the  enlargement  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  G.  Ziegler. 


Carmel-by-the-Sea,  Calif.,  February  14,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  T Vashington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Forest  Service  has 
recommended  a  form  for  the  Ventana  Wilderness  that  your  Committee  is  to  deal 
with.  I  respectfully  urge  your  support  of  the  bill  in  the  form  suggested  by  the 
Forest  Service. 

I  am  particularly  interested  in  the  protection  of  the  trees  in  the  area;  a  large 
stand  of  Santa  Lucia  fir,  unique  in  the  world;  many  stands  of  redwoods,  magnifi¬ 
cent  oaks  and  cedars. 

Yours  very  truly, 


Ethelinda  M.  James. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  14,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  May  I  respectfully  urge  you  as  Chairman  of  the 
Senate  Interior  Committee  to  support  the  Ventana  Wilderness  bill  in  the  form 
recommended  by  the  Forest  Service. 

Yours  truly, 


Sarah  Harkins. 
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Carmel-by-the-Sea,  Calif.,  February  1 4,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chariman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Washington,  D.C., 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  respectfully  urge  your  support  of  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  bill  in  the  form  recommended  by  the  Forest  Service. 

Yours  very  truly, 

James  Harkins. 


San  Diego,  Calif.,  February  16,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 


Dear  Senator  Jackson:  This  is  to  urge  the  establishment  of  the  64,097-acre 
Desolation  Wilderness  as  proposed  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service. 

As  Californians,  living  in  a  State  that  has  a  tremendously  increasing  population, 
we  feel  a  great  need  for  wilderness  areas  for  the  benefit  and  use  of  future  citizens. 
Please  have  our  views  included  in  the  hearing  record  on  S.  713. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Arthur  Morley 

(For  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Arthur  Morley). 


San  Diego,  Calif.,  February  16,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 


Dear  Senator  Jackson:  This  is  to  urge  the  establishment  of  a  Ventana 
Wilderness  in  the  Santa  Lucia  Mts.  We  know  something  of  its  beauty  and  rec¬ 
reational  potential,  having  traveled  in  the  Big  Sur  area. 

We  recommend  that  the  Willow  Creek  area  be  included  in  the  bill,  making  a 
Ventana  Wilderness  of  over  97,000  acres.  Reasons  for  supporting  this  large  an 
area:  There  are  not  many  places  left  in  California  with  wilderness  potential. 
Where  there  are  areas  of  unusual  beauty,  they  should  be  made  part  of  our  national 
wilderness  system  so  that  future  Americans  can  find  peaceful  and  healthful 
recreation  there — away  from  the  crowds  resulting  from  our  population  explosion. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Arthur  Morley 

(For  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Arthur  Morley). 


Department  of  Zoology, 

University  of  Georgia, 
Athens,  Ga.,  February  17,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  We,  the  undersigned,  support  the  following  wilderness 
proposals  currently  before  the  Senate  Interior  Committee,  with  the  following 
recommendations : 

DESOLATION  WILDERNESS  ( S .  713):  We  support  the  Forest  Service 
proposal  without  recommendation  for  change  in  proposed  boundaries. 

VENTANA  WILDERNESS  ( S .  714):  We  request  that  the  2,934  acres  in  the 
Willow  Creek  drainage  be  added  to  the  Forest  Service  proposal,  making  a  wilder¬ 
ness  area  of  97,662  acres. 

LASSEN  VOLCANIC  NATIONAL  PARK  {S.  715):  We  request  addition  of 
the  Mt.  Harkness  area  and  the  route  of  the  Emigrant  Trail  to  the  proposed 
wilderness  area,  and  also  request  that  the  boundaries  be  extended  to  the  edges 
of  existing  park  roads. 

LAVA  BEDS  NATIONAL  MONUMENT  ( S .  711):  We  request  that  this 
proposal  be  amended  to  bring  wilderness  boundaries  to  the  existing  road  and 
its  spurs,  and  to  create  a  second  wilderness  of  21,000  acres  incorporating  the 
Sehonchin  and  Three  Sisters  Lava  Flows. 

PINNACLES  NATIONAL  MONUMENT  (S.  712):  We  request  that  the 
proposal  be  amended  to  include  the  wild  northern  portion  of  Chalone  Creek 
drainage,  as  well  as  foregrounds  of  road  corridors,  making  a  total  of  13,000  acres. 

Please  include  this  statement  in  the  official  hearing  record.  Thank  you. 

A.  Stephen  Johnson 

(And  28  others). 
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Senator  Henry  Jackson: 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  11,  1969. 


Dear  Sir:  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  passage  of  S.  714,  which  will  make 
40,000  acres  additional  wilderness  area,  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest.  Our 
Forest  Service  is  active  in  pushing  this  also.  I  am  a  resident,  tax  payer,  along  with 
thousands  of  others  in  the  area.  This  is  badly  needed  to  preserve  among  many 
other  things,  watershed  for  an  increasingly  water  short  area  in  a  rapidly  growing 
group  of  communities,  Monterey,  Seaside,  Carmel,  Fort  Ord,  Marina,  etc.  This 
year  fortunately  we  have  lots  of  water,  but,  we  have  our  dry  years,  when  the  dams 
are  drained  dry.  .My  wife  joins  me  in  respectfully  requesting  your  approval  and 
help  in  passage  of  this  bill. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Bruce  F.  Crane. 

Esther  S.  Crane. 


Cambridge,  Mass.,  February  16,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  As  longtime  Californians,  recently  transferred  to  the 
East  for  scholastic  purposes,  we  would  like  to  express  our  views  concerning 
several  Wilderness  Proposals  in  California  which  are  to  be  reviewed  in  the  Senate 
Interior  Committee. 

The  proposed  areas  with  which  we  have  personal  experience  are  the  Desolation 
Wilderness  (S.  713)  and  Pinnacles  National  Monument  (S.  712).  The  former 
has  obvious  wilderness  values  and  will  probably  not  receive  much  adverse  criti¬ 
cism  in  the  hearings.  The  Pinnacles,  however,  is  less  well-known  and  its  wilder¬ 
ness  values,  as  is  true  of  most  desert-like  areas,  are  more  subtle.  We  have  spent 
much  time  there,  hiking  its  trails,  climbing  its  spires,  and  observing  its  ecology. 
From  these  experiences,  coupled  with  its  relative  nearness  to  the  Bay  Area,  we 
assert  that  a  good  portion  of  the  Monument  should  become  wilderness  and, 
moreover,  that  plans  for  a  “motor  nature  trail’’  connecting  roads  on  the  east 
and  west  be  scrapped.  The  Monument  is  small  enough  and  existing  trails  are 
extensive  and  gentle  enough  such  that  a  wilderness  experience  can  be  enjoyed 
by  most  people.  A  road  would  violate  this  wilderness  setting  and  would  not  open 
up  any  new  areas  not  already  easily  accessible.  It  would  probably  be  regarded 
less  as  a  nature  trail  than  as  a  convenient  access  between  highways  101  and  25. 

Sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  David  Boore. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  11,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  would  like  you  to  know  that  I  support  the  Forest 
Service  for  the  enlargement  of  the  rare  and  beautiful  present  Ventana  Wilderness 
area. 

I  feel  that  we  can  do  no  less  than  attempt  to  preserve  this  wilderness  area  in 
its  present  state  for  the  sake  of  our  future  citizens. 

Very  sincerely, 


Eleanor  J.  Melvin 
Mrs.  E.  H.  Melvin. 


Sacramento,  Calif.,  February  16,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Washington,  D.C.: 

Do  establish  the  full  6,300-acre  Desolation  Wilderness  near  Lake  Tahoe. 
Californians  like  wilderness  vacations. 


Katharine  Hakala. 
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Sacramento,  Calif.,  February  15,  1969 . 

Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C.: 

I  urge  you  to  maintain  Desolation  Valley  as  a  wilderness  area. 

Richard  Waugh. 


Pacific  Grove,  Calif.,  February  IS,  1969. 

Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  As  one  who  lives  in  Monterey  County,  California, 
and  who  greatly  enjoys  the  wilds  of  the  Santa  Lucia  Mountains  in  our  area,  I 
am  writing  to  ask  your  support  of  the  bill  as  recommended  by  the  Forest 
Service  to  expand  the  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  in  the  Santa  Lucias.  It  contains 
many  fine  redwoods,  oaks  and  especially  the  endemic  Santa  Lucia  fir,  which  is 
not  found  growing  wild  any  where  else  in  the  world  but  in  the  Santa  Lucia 
Mountains. 

Yours  sincerely, 


Beatrice  F.  Howitt 
Miss  Beatrice  F.  Howitt. 


Oakland,  Calif.,  February  11,  1969. 

Subject:  Ventana  Wilderness  (S.  714). 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator:  The  Forest  Service  proposal  for  a  Ventana  Wilderness  in 
Monterey  County,  California,  of  94,728  acres  should  be  increased  by  the  inclusion 
of  Willow  Creek  Valley,  making  a  total  of  97,662  acres. 

I  do  not  think  that  Willow  Creek  should  be  excluded  because  of  a  possible  future 
fire  road. 

Yours  very  truly, 


Harold  G.  Sharp. 


Oakland,  Calif.,  February  11,  1969. 

Subject:  Desolation  Wilderness  (S— 713) . 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator:  The  Desolation  Valley  Primitive  Area  just  west  of  Lake  Tahoe 
should  be  designated  as  Wilderness. 

The  proposal  of  the  Forest  Service  for  a  64,097  acre  Desolation  Wilderness  is 
an  excellent  program  and  I  strongly  endorse  it. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Harold  G.  Sharp. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  12,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  I  hope  you  will  see  fit  to  lend  your  support  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Forest  Service  for  the  establishment  of  an  additional  40,000  acres 
in  the  beautiful  Los  Padres  Wilderness  Area  in  Monterey  County,  California. 

Having  traveled  through  a  large  portion  of  it,  I  can  testify  as  to  its  beauty,  its 
streams,  fishing  possibilities,  pine  and  cedar  forests. 

Thanking  you  for  your  kind  attention. 

Sincerely, 


Malcolm  W.  Steel. 
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Re  Ventana  Wilderness. 


Carmel,  Calif.,  February  14,  1969. 


Senator  Henry  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Interior  Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  We  wish  to  register  our  support  for  speedy  passage 
of  S.  714,  Ventana  Wilderness,  as  recommended  by  the  Forestry  Service, — with 
the  addition  of  the  Willow  Creek  Area  (Area  G). 

This  97,662  acres  of  rugged  mountains  and  canyons  is  used  by  large  numbers 
of  trail  hikers.  These  people  seeking  escape  from  noise,  motors  and  crowds  come, 
not  only  from  near-by  cities;  increasing  numbers  are  from  the  4,000,000  people 
of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area. 

We  all  need  areas  such  as  this  where  the  land,  the  trees,  the  air,  the  water  are 
as  yet  unspoiled  by  man. 

Please  include  this  letter  as  part  of  the  hearing  record. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Earl  L.  Moser, 

Lois  L.  Moser. 


Berkeley,  Calif.,  February  18,  1969. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  Please  enter  my  statement  as  follows  in  the  official 
hearings  record  concerning  public  hearings  pertaining  to  the  establishment  of 
wilderness  units,  such  as:  Desolation  Wilderness,  S.  713;  Ventana  Wilderness, 
S.  714;  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park,  S.  715;  Lava  Beds  National  Monument, 
S.  711;  and  Pinnacles  National  Monument,  S.  712. 

I  support  each  of  these  above  wilderness  proposals  and  am  of  the  opinion  that 
these  proposals  are  worthy  additions  to  our  system  of  National  Wilderness 
Preservation. 

I  strongly  urge,  however,  that  each  of  these  wilderness  proposals  should  be 
amended  as  to  provide  for  a  larger  sized  wilderness  than  is  now  proposed. 

Such  enlarged  areas  are  as  follows: 

Desolation  Wilderness,  now  proposed,  containing  64,097  acres  enlarged  to  some 
68,000  acres. 

Ventana  Wilderness,  now  proposed,  containing  94,728  acres  enlarged  to  some 
135,000  acres. 

Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park  Wilderness,  now  proposed,  containing  73,333 
acres  enlarged  to  some  105,000  acres. 

Lava  Beds  National  Monument  Wilderness,  now  proposed,  containing  9,197 
acres  enlarged  to  some  43,000  acres  and, 

Pinnacles  National  Monument  Wilderness,  now  proposed,  containing  5,330 
acres  enlarged  to  some  13,500  acres. 

Concerning  the  Desolation  and  Ventana  Wilderness  proposals,  in  addition  to 
necessary  increases  in  acreage  of  such  wilderness  units,  I  propose  that  an  adequate 
buffer  zone  surround  each  such  wilderness  in  which  natural  features  are  preserved 
between  wilderness  units  and  multiple-use  activities. 

Sincerely, 


o 


John  Swanson. 
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91st  CONGRESS  V  J  ^  mm 

-s—  H.  R.  3687 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENT ATIVES 

January  15, 1969 

Mr.  Talcott  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 


A  BILL 

To  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3  (b)  of  the  Wilderness 

4  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891) ,  the  area  classified 

5  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  addi- 

6  tions  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally  depicted 

7  on  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilderness — Proposed,”  dated 

8  August  15,  1967,  which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public 

9  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Depart- 
10  ment  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated  as  the  Ventana 
H  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres ’National 
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Forest,  comprising  an  area  of  approximately  ninety-five 
thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes  effect, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal 
description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this  Act:  Provided, 
however,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typographical  errors 
in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  he  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  administered 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated 
by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference 
in  such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  shall  be  deemed  to  he  a  reference  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Ventana  Primi¬ 
tive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 
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rteousness,  but  who  actually  have  no 
interest  in  the  rights  of  anyone. 

,  Po\  those  who  are  tempted  to  join  in 
these  cynical  demonstrations  at  this  time 
of  a  Presidential  inauguration  we  can 
only  say : 

Look  abdut  you  and  get  a  balanced 
perspective  of  the  real  sources  of  right 
and  wrong  in  bur  country  and  the  world. 
Ask  yourselves  about  freedom  of  expres¬ 
sion  and  individual  freedom  to  behave 
as  you  like  within\the  bounds  of  other 
peoples  rights. 

Ask  yourselves  about  chances  for 
Americans  to  change  their  government 
leadership  as  they  have\iust  done,  and 
compare  our  system  witlk  that  of  any 
other  countiy  in  the  matteX  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual’s  influence  on  the  coin^e  of  gov¬ 
ernment. 

And  when  you  have  taken  a  gdod  hard 
look  at  yourselves,  you  goals,  and'at  our 
system,  ask  if  you  really  want  tokplay 
the  game  of  those  very  few  who  are\n- 
tent  on  plotting  a  revolution 

I  urge  you  to  join  with  other  Ameri 
cans  in  the  pride  that  we  rightfully  feel 
as  we  are  about  to  inaugurate  a  new 
President.  This  is  an  event  which  results 
directly  from  an  elective  process  which 
provides  for  greater  freedom  of  expres¬ 
sion  than  any  other  system  the  world 
has  ever  known. 

It  is  part  of  a  system  which  guarantees 
to  each  of  us  full  rights  of  dissent.  And 
those  who  seek  to  destroy  the  system 
can  only  do  harm  to  the  very  values 
which  they  profess  to  support. 


MANDATORY  JAIL  TERM  FOR  POS¬ 
SESSION  OF  DEADLY  WEAPON 

DURING  COMMISSION  OF  A 

CRIME 

(Mr.  TALCOTT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  TALCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ap¬ 
palling  escalation  of  crime  in  America 
must  be  halted.  The  tranquility  and  se¬ 
curity  which  was  enjoyed  in  almost  every 
community  in  America  a  relatively  few 
years  ago  must  be  restored.  The  present, 
fear  in  the  hearts  of  our  citizens  wh 
they  step  out  into  the  city  streets  mjfst 
be  replaced  with  confidence. 

In  my  opinion,  one  reason,  among 
others,  for  the  development  of  this  sit¬ 
uation  is  that  the  courts  have/peen  too 
lenient  in  the  sentences  meted  out  for 
various  crimes.  There  is  litfele  deterrent 
effect  if  a  would-be  law  violator  knows 
he  will  spend  a  very  shieut  time  incar¬ 
cerated  if  he  is  apprehended  and  con¬ 
victed. 

To  help  remedy  this  situation,  I  believe 
any  person  who  inres,  or  even  has  on  his 
person,  a  gun  tfr  other  dangerous  or 
deadly  weapon ^when  committing  a  crime 
carrying  a  l-/ear  prison  term  should  be 
imprisoned  /mr  a  minimum  of  5  years, 
but  not  oyer  10  years.  This  second  jail 
term  would  be  nonsuspendable  and  non- 
pardonhble.  Every  intending  criminal 
who  uses  a  gun  must  know  that  he  will 
serve  this  period  in  prison  if  he  is  appre¬ 
hended  and  convicted.  The  language  of 
le  bill  I  am  introducing  today  would 
4mpose  this  extra  minimum  mandatory 


penalty  for  commission  of  both  Federal 
and  State  crimes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  some  persons  advocate  li¬ 
censing  all  guns  and  registering  all  gun 
owners.  I  am  convinced  that  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  my  proposal  would  eliminate  the 
need  for  considering  any  additional  gun 
control  legislation. 

I  welcome  the  support  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  and  call  upon  the  Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee  to  consider  this  proposal  in  the 
immediate  future. 


CREATE  THE  VENT ANA 
WILDERNESS  NOW 

(Mr.  TALCOTT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  and  to  include  ex¬ 
traneous  matter.) 

Mr.  TALCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  to¬ 
day  introducing  a  bill  to  .designate  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  national  wilderness  preservation 
system. 

The  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  compris¬ 
ing  54,407  acres,  was  previously  set  aside 
in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest  in  its 
natural  condition.  This  area  will  form 
the  nucleus  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness. 
Some  40,321  acres  in  the  national  forest 
would  be  added  to  the  primitive  area  to 
make  a  total  wilderness  area  of  94,728 
acres. 

The  wilderness  lies  on  both  sides  of  the 
Santa  Lucia  Range  of  mountains  and 
the  east  side  of  the  crest  of  the  Coast 
Range  in  Monterey  County,  Calif.  It  con¬ 
tains  the  headwaters  of  the  Carmel,  Ar¬ 
royo  Seco,  the  Little  Sur,  and  the  north 
and  south  forks  of  the  Big  Sur  Rivers. 
Elevations  vary  from  1,200  feet  to  4,800 
feet. 

Many  interesting  species  of  flora  exist 
in  the  area.  A  rain  forest  is  located  on 
the  westerly  boundaries.  Typical  south¬ 
ern  California  brush-type  vegetation  ex¬ 
ists  in  the  easterly  portion.  Several  varie¬ 
ties  of  conifers  and  hardwoods  grow  in 
the  area.  Among  them  are  the  California 
coast  redwood  and  the  Santa  Lucia  fir  or 
bristlecone  fir. 

The  proposed  wilderness  is  within  100 
miles  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  region 
having  over  8,000,000  people. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  area  will  be  a  very 
valuable  addition  to  the  national  wilder¬ 
ness  preservation  system,  and  I  urge  the 
House  Committee  on  the  Interior  to  ap¬ 
prove  this  bill  in  the  near  future  to  pre¬ 
serve  this  unique  area  for  future  genera¬ 
tions. 


ANNUAL  REPORT  ON  THE  FOREIGN 
ASSISTANCE  PROGRAM  FOR  FIS¬ 
CAL  YEAR  1968 — MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  91-23) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the.  United  States;  which  was  read 
and,  together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
with  illustrations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  am  proud  to  transmit  the  Annual 
Report  on  the  Foreign  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  for  Fiscal  Year  1968. 


The  year’s  most  significant  develop/ 
ment  was  the  sharpened  focus  of  our  aid 
program  on  the  priority  problem^/  of 
food  and  population. 

During  the  12  months  covered  J5y  this 
report,  major  breakthroughs  in  food  pro¬ 
duction  occurred  in  the  less /developed 
countries. 

— Record  harvests  were/  achieved  in 
Pakistan,  Turkey  atfa  the  Philip¬ 
pines.  In  India  food  grain  harvests 
jumped  to  nearly/lOO  million  tons, 
10  percent  aboye  the  previous  rec¬ 
ord. 

— Total  food  output  in  the  developing 
countries  l/se  7  percent,  the  largest 
increase  an  record. 

United  States  economic  aid  played  a 
major  role /n  this  Green  Revolution.  Our 
program/encouraged  more  effective  farm 
price  policies,  helped  to  extend  irrigation 
and  establish  farm  credit  systems,  and 
provided  technical  assistance,  fertilizer, 
pe/ucides  and  tools  that  farmers  need 
take  full  advantage  of  the  new  “mir- 
cle”  seeds. 

Many  less  developed  nations  are  now 
establishing  family  planning  programs. 
During  Fiscal  1988  the  Agency  for  In¬ 
ternational  Development  committed  $35 
million  to  help  them  carry  out  these  pro¬ 
grams.  This  was  n  ne  times  more  than 
AID  devoted  to  population  programs  dur¬ 
ing  the  previous  year. 

This  report  records  the  continuing  con¬ 
centration  of  American  aid  in  relatively 
few  countries  where  it  can  be  most  effec¬ 
tively  used  to  help  others  help  them¬ 
selves.  Fifteen  nations  accounted  for  84 
percent  of  total  economic  commitments 
by  AID  during  the  year.  They  were  Bra¬ 
zil,  Chile,  Colombia,  Dominican  Repub¬ 
lic,  India,  Indonesia,  Korea,  Laos,  Nic¬ 
aragua,  Nigeria,  Pakistan,  Panama,  Thai¬ 
land,  Turkey,  and  Vietnam. 

Another  country,  Iran,  achieved  self- 
support  luring  the  fiscal  year  and  the 
United  States  AID  mission  there  was  for¬ 
mally  closed. 

Among  the  most  helpful  signs  of  our 
times  are  the  breakthroughs  being  made 
by  the  less  developed  countries  in  food 
production,  and  the  programs  they  have 
launched  in  the  field  of  family  planning. 
It  is  our  responsibility — and  the  re- 
onsibility  of  other  more  developed  na¬ 
tions — to  give  their  efforts  firm  support 
h  our  foreign  assistance  program. 
To  dK  less  would  be  to  court  catastrophe 
in  a  w^rld  growing  smaller  day  by  day. 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson. 
The  WiHte  House,  January  15, 1969. 


LEGISLATION  TO  PROHIBIT  STATE 
OR  POLITICAL  SUBDIVISION 
FROM  LEVYING  INCOME  TAXES 
ON  NONRESIDENTS 

(Mr.  HUNT  asked'and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  \ie  House  for  1 
minute.) 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  Speakek  a  substantial 
number  of  my  constituents^  residents  of 
the  First  Congressional  DMrict,  New 
Jersey,  are  faced  with  a  not  wholly 
unique  situation  with  respect  tK  income 
taxes.  It  is  not  entirely  unique  in  that 
with  the  mounting  pressures  for 'addi¬ 
tional  sources  of  revenue,  many  or\our 
more  populace  cities  are  finding  a 
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>fall  in  the  form  of  the  out-of-State,  non- 
vhting,  nonresident  whose  only  status  is 
that  of  worker,  income-earner,  bread¬ 
winner,  or  whatever  else  you  may  want 
to  call'-him. 

Such  is  the  case  with  New  Jersey  resi¬ 
dents  wlio  are  obliged,  by  reason  of  cir- 
cumstanceS.and  proximity,  to  work  in  the 
city  of  Philadelphia.  The  city  imposes  a 
wage  tax  onXwage  earners  within  its 
jurisdiction  regardless  of  residency  and 
without  regard  to  any  equitable  stand¬ 
ard  whereby  city  residents  now  reap  vir¬ 
tually  the  full  benefits.  It  is,  in  the  truest 
sense,  taxation  withoi/  representation,  a 
matter  which  was  fundamental  to  the 
cause  for  which  the  Revolutionary  War 
was  fought. 

The  State  of  New  Jersey  is  unique  in 
that  it  is  one  of  only  12  States  which  does 
not  impose  an  income  tax  on  .  its  resi¬ 
dents.  This  should  not  lead  one  to  the 
conclusion,  however,  that  individuals 
benefit  from  a  lighter  tax  burden.  Em¬ 
phatically,  this  is  not  the  case.  Property 
taxes  are  commensurately  higher,  and  in 
fact,  have  borne  the  brunt  of  rapidly' 
increasing  public  expenditures  within  the 
State  that  ranks  46th  in  size  but  eighth 
in  population. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  none  among  us 
who,  despite  considerable  reluctance  and 
frustration  at  times,  fails  to  pay  his  fair 
share  of  taxes  at  all  levels,  but  I  dare 
say  there  are  a  few  who  unequivocally 
resent  taxation  in  entities  where  they 
neither  claim  nor  seek  residency.  In  my 
estimation,  it  is  simply  an  injustice  and 
one  which  it  appears  will  only  be  resolved 
by  act  of  Congress. 

I  have,  therefore,  reintroduced  a  bill, 
H.R.  849,  which  would  prohibit  any  State 
or  political  subdivision  thereof  from  levy¬ 
ing  income  taxes  on  nonresidents  of  that 
State.  This  legislation  may  need  refine¬ 
ment,  in  the  wisdom  of  the  committee, 
but  I  believe  the  subject  matter  in  ques¬ 
tion  was  touched  upon  during  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Interstate  Taxation  Act 
of  1968. 1  am  hopeful,  and  earnestly  urge, 
that  this  legislation  be  taken  up  at  any 
early  date  and  I  solicit  your  diligent  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  intent  and  purposes  of 
my  bill. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  lays  before 
the  House  a  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUg 

Mr.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker-; 

The  SPEAKER.  For  whax  purpose  does 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  rise? 

Mr.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  belief 
that  this  is  the  President’s  annual  budget 
message,  I  think  Members  would  want  to 
know  that  it  is  being  read. 

Therefore,  My  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  Jhat  a  quorum  is  not  pres¬ 
ent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum  is 
not  present 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of/ne  House. 

A  /all  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

Tne  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Members  failed  to  answer  to 
their  names: 


[Boll  No.  10] 


Abblt 

Fuqua 

O’NeiU,  Mass. 

Addabbo 

Galifianakis 

Ottlnger 

Alexander 

Gallagher 

Passman 

Ashbrook 

Garmatz 

Pepper 

Ashley 

Gray 

Pettis 

Ayres 

Griffin 

Philbin 

Barrett 

Grover 

Pickle 

Battin 

Gubser 

Powell 

Bell,  Calif. 

Hagan 

Price,  Tex. 

Betts 

Hal  pern 

Pryor 

Biester 

Hanna 

QuUlen 

Blatnik 

Heckler,  Mass. 

Randall 

Bolling 

Holifield 

Rees 

Brademas 

Hosmer 

Reinecke 

Brasco 

Howard 

Riegle 

Brown,  Calif. 

HuU 

Ronan 

Byrne  Pa. 

Jacobs 

Rooney,  N.Y. 

Byrnes,  Wis 

Jarman 

Rooney,  Pa. 

Cabell 

Johnson,  Pa. 

Rosenthal 

Cahill 

Jonas 

Ruppe 

Camp 

Jones,  N.C. 

St  Germain 

Clancy 

Earth 

St.  Onge 

Clark 

Kastenmeler 

Sandman 

Clawson,  Del 

Kee 

Satterfield 

Clay 

Kuykendall 

Saylor 

Collier 

Kyros 

Scheuer 

Conte 

Laird 

Shipley 

Conyers 

Landgrebe 

Sisk 

Coughlin 

Lipscomb 

Smith,  Calif. 

Delaney 

Long,  La. 

Smith,  Iowa 

Dent 

Lowenstein 

Snyder 

Diggs 

Lujan 

Steed 

Dingell 

McDade 

Sullivan 

\  Donohue 

McEwen 

Teague,  Calif. - 

'Dwyer 

McFall 

Teague,  Tex. 

Eckhardt 

Macdonald, 

Udall  . 

Edymrds,  Calif. 

Mass. 

Watkins  / 

Eilberg 

Madden 

Weicker  / 

Erlenhorn 

Mailliard 

Whalley  / 

Evans/Colo. 

Martin 

Widnall  / 

Everett  \ 

Miller,  Calif. 

Wiggin/ 

Evins,  Tenm. 

Moorhead 

Wydler 

Fallon  \ 

Morton 

Yat  e/f 

Flowers 

Mosher 

Yatron 

Ford,  Gerald  A 

Murphy,  N.Y. 

Friedel 

'Nix 

The  SPEAKER.  On 
Members  have  ahswerej 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous' 
ceedings  under  tl 
with. 


rollcall  299 
'to  their  names, 


ent,  further  pro¬ 
call  were  dispensed 


THE  BUDGET  MESSAGE,  OF  THE 
PRESIDENT,  1970— MESSAGE  FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE\UNITED 

STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  91-2) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  wilNread 
the  /nessage  from  the  President  of\the 
United  States. 

'  The  following  message  from  the  Pres; 
ident  of  the  United  States  was  read  and, 
together  with  the  accompanying  papers, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  and  ordered  to  be  printed  with  il¬ 
lustrations  : 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

The  1970  budget,  which  I  am  transmit¬ 
ting  to  you  today,  points  the  way  toward 
maintaining  a  strong,  healthy  economy 
and  continuing  progress  in  meeting  the 
Nation’s  highest  priority  military  and 
domestic  needs. 

The  record  of  achievements  of  the 
past  5  years  is  an  impressive  one.  We 
have  witnessed  a  period  of  unprecedented 
economic  growth,  with  expanded  pro¬ 
duction,  rising  standards  of  living,  and 
the  lowest  rates  of  unemployment  in  a 
decade  and  a  half.  Our  military  forces 
today  are  the  strongest  in  the  world, 
capable  of  protecting  the  Nation  against 
any  foreseeable  challenge  or  threat.  Last 
month  saw  man’s  first  successful  flight 
to  the  moon.  In  domestic  matters,  the 
legislative  and  executive  branches,  co¬ 
operatively,  have  forged  new  tools  to 


open  wider  the  doors  of  opportunity 
a  better  life  for  all  Americans. 

In  my  first  budget  message  5  years  qgo, 

I  stated:  “A  government  that  is  sti 
a  government  that  is  solvent,  a  govern¬ 
ment  that  is  compassionate  is  tile  kind 
of  government  that  endures./  I  have 
sought  to  provide  that  kind  /Of  govern¬ 
ment  as  your  President.  Withrthis  budget, 
I  leave  that  kind  of  gove/nment  to  my 
successor. 

The  1970  budget  prog/am  calls  for: 

— Support  for  ouy  commitments  in 
Southeast  Asia/ and  necessary  im¬ 
provements  /Co  maintain  and 
strengthen  pur  overall  military  ca¬ 
pabilities. 

— Continue/  emphasis  on  domestic 
programs  which  help  disadvantaged 
group/  obtain  a  fairer  share  of  the 
’s  economic  and  cultural  ad¬ 
vancements. 

rudget  surplus  in  the  year  ahead, 
is  well  as  in  the  current  fiscal  year, 
to  relieve  the  inflationary  pressures 
in  the  economy  and  to  reduce  the 
strains  that  Federal  borrowing 
would  place  on  financial  markets 
and  interest  rates. 

This  Nation  can  and  must  bear  the  cost 
of  the  defense  of  freedom,  and  must  at 
the  same  time  move  ahead  in  meeting  the 
pressing  needs  we  face  at  home.  But  cau¬ 
tion  and  prudence  require  that  we  budg¬ 
et  our  resources  in  a  way  which  en¬ 
ables  us  to  preserve  our  prosperity, 
strengthen  the  U.S.  dollar,  and  stem 
the  increased  price  pressures  we  have 
experienced  in  the  past  few  years. 

We  can  meet  these  objectives  and 
achieve  desirable  budget  surpluses  by: 

— Holding  down  total  Federal  spend¬ 
ing  and  lending  through  strict  con¬ 
trol  of  the  program  commitments. 

— Extending  for  one  year  the  10%  tax 
surcharge  on  individual  and  corpo¬ 
ration  income  taxes  enacted  last 
June  beyond  the  present  expiration 
date  of  June  30,  1969. 

Americans  are  united  in  the  hope  that 
the  Vietnam  peace  talks  now  taking 
place  in  Paris  will  be  soon  and  success¬ 
fully  concluded,  so  that  reconstruction 
pan  begin.  Meanwhile,  the  fighting  con- 
rues.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
19\0  budget  necessarily  provides  funds 
to  support  our  military  operations  in 
Vietnam  for  the  year  ahead.  At  the  same 
time,  are  taking  steps  to  assure  an 
orderly  rtduction  in  Southeast  Asia  sup¬ 
port  as  so$n  as  conditions  permit. 

With  theXattainment  of  a  just  and 
honorable  peKce,  consideration  can  be 
given  to  removal  of  the  tax  surcharge  as 
military  spending^ declines.  At  that  time, 
such  action  could  ease  the  post- Vietnam 
transition,  smoothxthe  conversion  to 
greater  peacetime  production,  and  help 
assure  continued  economic  growth  and 
full  employment. 

Our  domestic  programs\are  increas¬ 
ingly  focused  on  urgent  national  prob¬ 
lems — inadequate  educational  oppor¬ 
tunities,  slum  housing,  increased  crime, 
urban  congestion  and  decay,  pollution  of 
our  air  and  water,  lack  of  proper  siealth 
care,  and  hunger  and  malnutrition\The 
1970  budget  continues  to  place  the 
greatest  emphasis  on  progress  in  over 
coming  these  ills. 
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January  28  (legislative  day,  January  10),  1969 


Mr.  Jackson  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Cranston)  (by  request)  introduced  the  fol¬ 
lowing  bill ;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Atfairs 


To  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 


1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 


3  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3  (b)  of  the  Wilderness 


4  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891) ,  the  area  classified 


5  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  additions 

6  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally  depicted  on 

7  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilderness — Proposed”,  dated  Au- 

8  gust  15,  1967,  which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public 

9  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Depart- 
10  ment  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated  as  the  Ventana 
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Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  comprising  an  area  of  approximately  ninety-five 
thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes 
effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a 
legal  description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description 
shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this 
Act :  Provided ,  however,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typo¬ 
graphical  errors  in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  be 
made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  administered 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated  by 
that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference  in 
such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  Act. 


Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Ventana  Primi¬ 


tive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 
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introduced  and  discussed  bill  to  assist  farmers  in  adjusting  to  changing  technology 


SENATE 


\ 


-2- 

NOMINATIONS .  Confirmed  the  nomination  of  James  V.  Smith  to  be  Administrator  of 
Farmers  Home  Administration.  p.  S2889  .  . 

Confirmed  the  nomination  of  Henry  Kearns  to  be  President  of  the  Export-Ip> 
t  Bank.  S2889.  7  / 

2.  RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  voted  to  reporyXbut  did 

not  actually  report)  S.  742,  authorizing  the  Kennewick  division  exttyraion, 

Yakima  prbgect,  Wash.,  amended,  and  S.  743,  authorizing  the  Touchejrdivision, 
Walla  Wal laxproj ect,  Oreg.-Wash.,  amended,  p.  D189. 

3.  SALINE  WATER.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  voted/to  report  (but 

did  not  actually  import)  S.  1011,  authorizing  $27  million  ipx  the  saline  water 
program  for  fiscal  jgear  1970,  amended,  p.  D189. 

4.  WILDERNESS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  voted  to  report  (but  did 

not  actually  report)  S.  714,  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness.  Los  Padres 

_ National  Forest,  Calif  ^amende^^^and  St  713 j  'to  designate  the  Desu'jtailon  Wlld- 

"  . -e mes &>  Eldorado  Cali£»  p .  D 1 8 9/ 

5.  TAXATION.  Sen.  Proxmire  opposed\the  reenactment /5f  the  10-percent  Federal  surtax. 

pp.  S2901-2,  S2909-  .10 .  X  X 

6.  EMPLOYMENT.  Sen.  Proxmire  commended  ahForesx  Service  and  0E0  pilot  program  in  the 

Milwaukee  school  system  to  recruit  anaXtrain  young  men  to  combat  problems  spawned 
by  poverty,  pp.  S2908-9. 

7.  WILDLIFE.  Sen.  Yarborough  expressed/nope  that\bills  to  protect  endangered  species 

of  native  fish  and  wildlife  be  aoxed  upon  soorX  pp.  S2910-11,  S2911-2. 

8.  TOMATOES.  Sen.  Goldwater  called  for  the  administration  to  end  the  trade  restric¬ 

tions  on  Mexican  tomatoes .  /pp.  S2912-3. 

9.  EDUCATION;  FEDERAL  AID.  S&n.  Gravel  protested  the  annual^  threat"  to  the  Federal 

impact  education  appropriation  and  inserted  a  letter  from\a  Fairbanks,  Alaska, 
school  district  to  "illustrate"  the  threat,  pp.  S2917-8  X 

10.  ADJ OURNED  until  ThyrXs.,  Mar.  20.  p*  S2918. 

HOUSE 

11.  CHILD  NUTRITION.  The  Education  and  Labor  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.R. 

515g^o^frovide^jl:ree  anc*  reduced  price  meals  for  needy  children  (H.  ReptV 

12.  FOREIOr  AID.  Rep.  Mize  inserted  an  article,  "Education  for  Agricultural  Develc 

meryt,"  describing  several  agricultural  "earn  while  you  learn"  projects  in  Indii 
sponsored  by  AID.  pp.  H1769-71. 
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with  amendment 
;d/H.  “ 


EDUCATION.  The  Education  and  Labor  Committee  reported/H.  RT  514,  to-  extend 
urograms  of  assistance  for  elementary  and  secondary  education  including 
technical  assistance  to  rural  areas  and  aid  to  Federally  impacted  areas  (H.  Rej 
91-\l4).  p.  H2017 


3.  TAXATlOi 
Committed 


Rep.  Patman  inserted  part  of  his  statement  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
on  tax  exempt  bonds.  pp.  H1996-7 


4.  OCEANOGRAPHY\  Rep.  Shipley  discussed  the  undersea  laboratory  that  wi  be  used 
to  conduct  marine  research  while  living  on  the  ocean  bottom  for  2  m/nths. 
p.  H2016 


5.  PROPERTY,  Receiveckthe  Comptroller  General's  report  on  the 
savings  by  increasing  transfers  of  excess  property  among  Fed 
p.  H2017 

SENATE 


6.  WILDERNESS. 
Wi lderness , 


Passed  without  amendment  S.  713, 
Eldorado  NationalSFores t ,  Calif. 


frt unity  for 
agencies . 


fnate  the  Desolation 
.68 


'  The  Interior  and  insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amendment  S.  714, 

to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  Calif.  (S. 
Reptc  91-115).  -pi — S304fj 

7.  HUNGER.  Sens.  McGovern,  Holland,  and  c\ther /discussed  the  extent  and  solution 

of  hunger  in  the  U.  S.  pp.  S3148-68,  S"31/74-9 

8 .  ,  RECLAMATION .  Passed  as  reported  S.  74/',  to\authorize  the  Kennewick  division 

extension,  Yakima  reclamation  project,  Wash\  pp.  S3168-9 

Passed  as  reported  S.  743,  to  a/thorize  tha.  Touchet  division,  Walla  Walla 
reclamation  project,  Oreg. -Wash.  /pp.  S3169-70 

Passed  without  amendment  S .  /.  Res.  28,  to  rename  the  central  Arizona 
reclamation  project  as  the  Ca/rl  Hayden  project.  p\  S3174 

9.  SALT  WATER.  Passed  as  reported  S.  1011,  to  authorize  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1970  for  the/saline  water  conversion  prograk  of  the  Interior 
Department  and  to  amend/ the  Saline  Water  Conversion  Act  bo  clarify  the 
authority  to  expend  fluids  for  foreign  activities.  pp.  S3170-1 


10.  DISASTER  RELIEF. 

in  1968  under  tht> 


>th  Houses  received  from  the  President  a  rejlort  on  activities 
Federal  Disaster  Act  (H.  Doc.  91-89).  pp.  S3&£-5,  H2012 


11.  APPROPRIATIONS/  Both  Houses  received  a  report  from  the  Budget  Bureau  that 

an  ARS  appropriation  has  been  apportioned  on  a  basis  which  indicates\the 
need  for  a/supplemental  appropriation  estimate.  pp.  S3045,  H2017 

12.  PERSONNEL;  TRAVEL.  Both  Houses  received  from  the  Civil  Service  Commission\a 

proposed  bill  to  authorize  payment  of  travel  expenses  of  applicants  invitee 
by  at l  agency  to  visit  it  in  connection  with  possible  employment;  to  Government 
Operations  Committees.  pp.  S3045,  H2017 
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1.  APPROPRIATION'S.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  H.  J.  Res.  5 

a  supplemental  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1969  (H.  Rept.  91-lf 
H2017)y/  As  reported,  this  item  would  provide  $1  billion  to  reimburse 
for  prior  year  losses. 

ip.  Mahon  announced  that  on  Tues.  the  House  will  consider  H.  J.  Res.  5f 
(Pj/*  H1995-6,  D215)  and  inserted  Assistant  Secretary  Palmby's  statement  to  tHV 
propriations  Committee  regarding  CCC  funds  (pp.  H2010-2). 


Calendar  No.  112 

9lsx  Congress  )  SENATE  j  Report 

1st  Session  j  j  No.  91-115 


DESIGNATING  THE  VENTANA  WILDERNESS  IN 

CALIFORNIA 


March  24, 1969. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Jackson,  from  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 


[To  accompany  S.  714] 

The  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  to  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  the  bill  (S.  714)  to  designate  the  Yentana  Wilderness,  Los 
Padres  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of  California,  having  considered 
the  same,  reports  favorably  thereon  with  an  amendment  and  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 


PURPOSE 

The  bill,  S.  714,  would  designate  a  total  of  94,728  acres  in  the  Los 
Padres  National  Forest  in  California  as  the  Yentana  Wilderness  to 
be  administered  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  Public  Law  88-577, 
the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964,  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  area 
includes  most  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  and  some  contiguous 
lands  which  are  predominantly  valuable  as  wilderness  resource. 

DESCRIPTION 

The  proposed  Yentana  Wilderness  lies  on  both  sides  of  the  Santa 
Lucia  Range  of  mountains  and  the  east  side  of  the  crest  of  the  Coast 
Range,  Los  Padres  National  Forest.  It  is  entirely  within  Monterey 
County,  Calif.,  and  is  approximately  120  miles  south  of  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  and  is  approximately  36  miles  south  of  Monterey,  by  way  of 
State  Highway  1.  The  proposed  wilderness  contains  the  headwaters  of 
the  Carmel,  the  Arroyo  Seco,  the  Little  Sur,  and  North  and  South 
Forks  of  the  Big  Sur  Rivers.  Elevations  range  from  1,200  feet  on  the 
Big  Sur  River  to  4,800  feet  on  Yentana  Double  Cone.  The  area  is  ideal 
for  use  by  hikers  and  horsemen.  It  contains  superb  mountain  scenery, 
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basin-like  valleys,  unusual  species  of  trees  and  wild  animals,  and  is 
close  to  the  large  centers  of  population  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay-San 
Jose  area. 

There  is  a  great  variety  of  vegetation.  The  rain  forest  on  the  western 
boundary  changes  to  a  typical  southern  California  brush-type  vege¬ 
tation  in  the  easterly  portion  of  the  area.  Numerous  species  of  conifers 
and  hardwoods  grow  here;  one  is  the  California  coast  redwood  grow¬ 
ing  at  the  most  southerly  limit  of  its  range.  Another  conifer  found  in 
the  area  is  the  Santa  Lucia  fir,  or  bristlecone  fir. 

California  black-tail  deer,  mule  deer,  and  wild  boar  are  found  in 
the  area.  The  four  main  rivers  and  many  other  streams  contain  trout. 
Small  mammals,  ranging  from  possum  to  spotted  skunk,  are  often 
seen,  along  with  an  occasional  black  bear  or  mountain  lion. 

XATl'RAL  RESOURCES 


The  timber  is  classified  as  noncommercial  because  of  inaccessibility  I 
and  relatively  small  volume.  There  is  no  grazing  by  domestic  livestock 
within  the  area.  No  commercially  significant  mineral  deposits  have 
been  found  in  the  area  and  there  is  no  known  mineral  production. 

NON FEDERAL  LANDS 

A  total  of  2,510  acres  are  in  non-Federal  ownership.  These  axe  in 
nine  parcels  ranging  from  37  acres  to  640  acres  in  size,  and  are  not 
occupied.  The  Forest  Service  is  continuing  a  plan  of  acquisition,  by 
exchange  or  purpose. 

AMENDMENT 

At  hearings  on  S.  711.  the  major  problem  centered  around  area  (1, 
or  Willow  Creek,  comprising  approximately  3,000  acres.  Nearby  resi¬ 
dents  and  conservationists  were  anxious  to  have  this  area  included. 
The  Forest  Service  left  it  outside  its  proposed  boundaries. 

Willow  Creek  is  a  year-round  stream  bordered  by  meadows  and 
scattered  oaks  and  sycamores.  The  area  offers  good  opportunities  for 
backpacking,  hiking,  camping  and  other  similar  recreation  activi¬ 
ties.  It  contains  several  hike-in  camps  which  are  used  regularly  by 
Bov  Scouts  and  other  groups. 

The  Forest  Service  left  it  out  with  the  intention  of  managing  it  pri¬ 
marily  for  recreation  without  public  road  access  and  with  no  motor 
vehicle  use  permitted.  Forest  Service  testimony  indicated  the  only 
reasons  for  not  including  Willow  Creek  were  to  continue  its  present 
more  intensive  recreational  use  and  because  a  fire  line  existed  along  the 
western  side  of  Willow  Creek  to  make  a  natural  boundary  on  the  ridge 
top.  However,  it  was  pointed  out  that  fire  line  also  exists  on  the  eastern 
side  along  a  ridge  top  to  provide  another  natural  boundary.  The  For¬ 
est  Service  also  said  it  could  manage  the  area  either  as  wilderness  or 
outside  the  boundaries  as  it  had  proposed.  The  committee  decided  to 
amend  the  bill  and  include  the  area. 


RECOMMENDATION 

The  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  favorably  re¬ 
ports,  as  amended,  S.  714,  and  recommends  that  it  pass. 

S.  Rept.  91-115 


3 


REPORTS 

Following  are  the  administrative  reports  recommending  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness : 

January  25, 1968. 

The  President, 

The  White  House. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  I  am  pleased  to  give  you  the  attached  report 
which  recommends  designation  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres 
National  Forest,  in  California  for  addition  to  the  national  wilderness 
preservation  system.  The  proposed  wilderness  encompasses  94,728 
acres  and  includes  most  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  and  some  con¬ 
tiguous  land  which  are  predominantly  valuable  for  their  wilderness 
resource. 

Notice  of  our  intent  to  recommend  establishment  of  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  was  issued  May  6.  1967.  and  a  public  hearing  was  held 
in  Salinas,  Calif.,  on  June  7.  1967.  The  hearing  record  was  held  open 
through  July  7,  1967,  for  receipt  of  additional  written  submissions. 
The  public  response  is  summarized  in  the  attached  report. 

California’s  Gov.  Ronald  Reagan,  the  board  of  supervisors  for  Mon¬ 
terey  County,  and  all  interested  Federal  departments  and  agencies 
were  notified  of  the  proposal.  The  comments  they  submitted  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  appendix  of  the  attached  report. 

In  its  report  on  the  Wilderness  Act.  the  Congressional  Conference 
Committee  stated  that  it  expected  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to 
explore  existing  national  forest  primitive  areas  to  give  Congress  the 
benefit  of  professional  technical  advice  as  to  the  presence  or  absence 
of  minerals  in  each  area.  In  accordance  with  these  wishes,  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  and  the  IT.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  have  examined  the 
proposed  wilderness  to  determine  its  mineral  values.  They  determined 
there  has  been  no  production  of  minerals  from  the  primitive  area,  and 
they  found  no  evidence  of  commercial  mineral  deposits  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  proposed  wilderness.  .V  copy  of  their  report  is 
attached. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  lies  near  the  central  California 
coast,  25  miles  south  of  Salinas.  It  is  reasonably  accessible  to  the  major 
population  centers  in  California.  California  presently  has  13  units  of 
the  national  wilderness  preservation  system  which  contain  a  total  of 
1,256,884  acres.  In  addition  to  the  Ventana  primitive  area,  seven  other 
national  forest  primitive  areas  containing  507,630  acres  are  currently 
being  considered  for  possible  inclusion  in  the  wilderness  system.  Your 
recommendations  for  the  142,918-acre  San  Rafael  Wilderness  is  pres¬ 
ently  being  considered  by  Congress.  On  March  29, 1967. 1  recommended 
that  most  of  the  Devil  Canvon-Bear  Canyon  Primitive  Area  be  des¬ 
ignated  as  the  San  Gabriel  Wilderness,  and  in  a  separate  report  I  am 
today  recommending  that  most  of  the  Desolation  Valley  Primitive 
Area  is  suitable  for  inclusion  in  the  system.  Studies  under  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act  on  the  four  remaining  national  forest  primitive  areas  in  Cal¬ 
ifornia  have  not  been  completed. 
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The  Ventana  area  is  eminently  suitable  for  designation  as  wilder¬ 
ness,  and  I  recommend  submission  of  legislation  to  incorporate  it  into 
the  national  wilderness  preservation  system.  A  draft  of  legislation 
which  would  implement  this  proposal  is  attached. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Orville  L.  Freeman,  Secretary. 


The  White  House, 
Washington ,  March  29, 1968. 

Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 

President  of  the  Senate , 

Washington ,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  President  :  Inevitably,  our  work  as  public  leaders  affects 
not  only  us  but  our  posterity.  It  may  be  that  our  most  important  con¬ 
stituents  are  not  our  contemporaries,  but  the  men  and  women  who  will 
inherit  America  from  us  in  20  years  or  50  years. 

Our  grandchildren  and  our  great-grandchilden  will  live  in  a  dif¬ 
ferent  America  from  the  one  we  know ;  but  it  will  be  an  America  we 
have  helped  to  build.  They  will  work  in  buildings  and  factories  we 
erect ;  travel  on  highways  we  lay  out ;  live  in  cities  and  suburbs  we  con¬ 
struct;  seek  solace  and  recreation  in  parks  and  wilderness  areas  we 
preserve. 

So  we  must  build  well  now. 

Unless  we  do,  much  of  the  wild  and  beautiful  America  that  we  know, 
and  our  grandfathers  knew,  will  be  lost  forever— buried  in  the  debris 
of  our  hurrying  civilization. 

Last  year,  I  recommended  that  Congress  incorporate  four  areas  into 
the  national  wilderness  preservation  system. 

Last  week,  it  was  my  pleasure  to  sign  into  law  an  act  setting  aside 
the  first  of  the  preserves :  the  San  Rafael  Wilderness  Area. 

Now,  I  am  urging  that  Congress  consider  making  26  additions  to 
the  Nation’s  wilderness  system — additions  totaling  977,081  acres.  They 
come  from  our  national  forests,  from  the  national  wildlife  refuges, 
and  from  the  national  parks  and  monuments  system. 

The  proposed  new  wilderness  areas  are — 

The  Mount  Baldy  Wilderness  in  Arizona. 

The  Pine  Mountain  Wilderness  in  Arizona. 

The  Petrified  Forest  Wilderness  in  Arizona. 

The  Sycamore  Canyon  Wilderness  in  Arizona. 

The  Desolation  Wilderness  in  California. 

The  Lassen  Volcanic  Wilderness  in  California. 

The  Lava  Beds  Wilderness  in  California. 

The  Pinnacles  Wilderness  in  California. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness  in  California. 

The  Flat  Tops  Wilderness  in  Colorado. 

The  Cedar  Keys  Wilderness  in  Florida. 

The  Island  Bay  Wilderness  in  Florida. 

The  Passage  Key  Wilderness  in  Florida. 

The  Pelican  Island  Wilderness  in  Florida. 
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The  Okefenokee  Wilderness  in  Georgia. 

The  Craters  of  the  Moon  Wilderness  in  Idaho. 

The  Edmunds  Wilderness  in  Maine. 

The  Birch  Islands  Wilderness  in  Maine. 

The  Monomoy  Island  Wilderness  in  Massachusetts. 

The  Huron  Islands  Wilderness  in  Michigan. 

The  Michigan  Islands  Wilderness  in  Michigan. 

The  Seney  Wilderness  in  Michigan. 

The  Spanish  Peaks  Wilderness  in  Montana. 

The  Great  Swamp  Wilderness  in  New  Jersey. 

The  Wichita  Mountains  Wilderness  in  Oklahoma. 

The  Wisconsin  Islands  Wilderness  in  Wisconsin. 

In  support  of  each  recommendation,  I  am  transmitting  a  letter  and 
a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

There  was  a  day  when  “conservation”  was  regarded  as  an  activity 
far  removed  from  the  workaday  world  of  most  Americans  or  work  for 
forest  rangers  and  game  wardens.  No  longer. 

Many  of  these  areas,  as  you  will  note,  are  close  to  the  centers  of 
American  population.  They  can  and  will  be  enjoyed  by  millions  of  our 
people  seeking  the  solitude  and  splendor  of  the  land  as  God  made  it. 
So  they  are  a  trust  and  a  responsibility  for  all  of  us. 

I  urge  Congress  to  give  prompt  and  favorable  consideration  to  these 
proposals. 

Respectfully, 


Lyndon  B.  Johnson. 


o 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 


January  28  (legislative  day,  January  10),  1969 

Mi*.  Jackson  (for  himself,  Mr.  Cranston,  and  Mr.  Murphy)  (by  request) 
introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 

March  24, 1969 

Reported  by  Mr.  Jackson,  with  an  amendment 
[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic-] 


A  BILL 

To  designate  the  Vent-ana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 
:>>  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3  (b)  of  the  Wilderness 

4  Act  of  September  3,  19(14  (78  Stat.  891 ) ,  the  area  classified 

5  as  the  Yentana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  additions 
b  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally  depicted  on 

7  a  map  entitled  “Yen  tan  a  Wilderness — Proposed”,  dated  Ao- 

8  4Y  -49£7y  March  14,  1960,  which  is  on  file  and  avail- 
11  able  for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest 

10  Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated  as 

11  the  Yentana  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres 


II 
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14 
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20 


o 

National  Forest,  comprising-  an  area  of  approximately  ninety- 
five  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes 
effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a 
legal  description  of  the  Yentana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description 
shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this 
Act:  Provided,  however ,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typo¬ 
graphical  errors  in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  be 
made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Yentana  Wilderness  shall  he  administered 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated  by 
that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference  in 
such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  Act. 


Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Yentana  Primi¬ 


tive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 
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HIGHLIGHTS: /Both  Houses  received  President's  message  on  spending  and  surtax. 

Senate  comrfuttee  reported  CCC  supplemental  appropriation,  to  be  debated  toe 
Senate  passed  Ventana  Wilderness  bill.  House  Rules  Committee  cleared  water 
pollution  bill.  House  passed  bill  to  increase  per  diem  travel  allowance.  Senate 
received  nomination  of  Frick  to  CCC  Board  of  Directors.  Sen.  McGovern  introducec 
ancK  discussed  supplemental  rural  telephone  financing  bill.  Sen.  Bayh  introduced  arh; 
.scussed  disaster  relief  bill. 


'.'V. 


-  2  - 


SENATE 


1. 


C  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  without  amendinen 
]ri*.  J.  Res.  584,  to  advance  from  fiscal  year  1970  to  fiscal  year  1969  $1 
billion  to  restore  the  impaired  capital  of  CCC  (S.  Rept.  91-117)  (p. 

Sen.  Kennedy  announced  that  this  measure  bill  be  debated  today,  Mar. 
S3297)\  


2.  WILDERNESS.  Passed  as  reported  S.  714,  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness, 
Los  Padres  Rational  Forest,  Calif,  pp.  S3197-8 

> 


Sen.  Moss  inserted  and  commended  a  Deseret  News  article  favoring  deletion 
of  a  tract  from  the  proposed  High  Uinta  Wilderness,  Utah.  rip.  S3292-3 


to  the  CCC  Board 


3.  NOMINATIONS.  Received  the  nomination  of  Kenneth  E.  Fricl 
of  Directors,  p.  5^3313 

The  Foreign  Relations  Committee  reported  the  nomination  of  John  A.  Hannah 
to  be  Administrator  of\the  Agency  for  International/ Development,  p.  S3211 
Confirmed  the  nominatron  of  John  B.  Waters,  Jr./  to  be  Federal  cochairman 
of  the  Appalachian  Regional  Commission.  pp.  S$l95,  S3197 


4.  DEBT  LIMIT.  Passed,  67-18,  wixthout  amendment/H .  R.  8508,  to  increase  the 

permanent  debt  ceiling  to  $365\bi 1  lion  and/ to  permit  a  temporary  additional 
increase  of  $12  billion  throughNlune  19701  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to 
the  President,  pp.  S3279-92,  S32^4-7 


5.  COSPONSORS.  Additional  cosponsors  w/re  added  for  numerous  bills,  pp.  S3231-2 


6.  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY;  CONSERVATION.  Sen.\Jackson  announced  hearings  for  Apr. 
15-16  on  S.  1075,  to  establish/a  national\envi ronmental  policy;  and  for  Apr. 
22  on  S.  1076,  Youth  Conservation  Corps.  pb.  S3233-4 


7.  SHEEP.  Sen.  Mathias  inserted  a  letter  on  the  pk^blems  of  eastern  sheep 
farmers,  pp.  S3250-1 


( 


b.  SMALL  BUSINESS  LOANS^/  Sen.  Williams,  N.  J.,  spoke  against  proposals  to  trans¬ 
fer  the  Small  Busyiess  Administration  to  the  Commerc\Department.  pp.  S3254- 
6 


9.  CONSUMERS.  Serf.  Ribicoff  inserted  the  recommendations  of  t^e  President's 
Consumer  Advisory  Council.  pp.  S3261-2 


10.  INTEREST  EA.TES ;  HOUSING.  Sen.  Javits  said  high  interest  rates  eik^anger  the 
housing  program,  pp.  S3268-9 


11.  TAXATION.  Sen.  Metcalf  spoke  in  favor  of  his  bill  S.  500,  "to  remove 

inequities  between  legitimate  farm  operators  and  the  tax-dodge  farmerk. " 
bp.  S3270-1  ^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


S3197 


March  26,  1969 

thby  sunrise-to-sunset  period  heretofore 
prescribed  will  enable  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission  to  implement 
plans  nxr  pre-sunrise  operation  of  United 
States  daytime  stations,  so  that,  for  the 
first  timeNt  will  be  possible  for  a  large 
number  of  such  stations,  now  operating 
on  seven  clear  (I-A)  channels  accorded 
to  Mexico  in  the  broadcasting  agreement, 
to  have  uniformSstarting  times  through¬ 
out  the  year.  Whereas  the  United  States 
would  gain  from  the  provisions  for  pre¬ 
sunrise  operation,  Mexico  would  gain 
from  the  post-sunset  provisions.  ' 

The  two  agreements  would  be  brought 
into  force  by  the  exchangeof  instruments 
of  ratification  and  would  remain  in  effect 
for  a  teijn  of  five  years  anaSindefinitely 
thereafter  unless  replaced  by  a  new 
agreement  or  unless  terminated  hv  a  one- 
year  written  notice  from  either  party  to 
the  other  party.  \ 

I  recommend  that  the  Senate  give  early 
and  favorable  consideration  to  the  two 
agreements  with  Mexico.  »  \ 

Richard  Nixon. 

The  White  House,  March  25,1969. 


LIMITATION  OF  STATEMENTS  DUR¬ 
ING  TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE 
MORNING  BUSINESS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  statements 
in  relation  to  the  transaction  of  routine 
morning  business  be  limited  to  3  min¬ 
utes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION  TODAY 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  com¬ 
mittees  be  authorized  to  meet  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate  today. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
go  into  executive  session  to  consider  th^ 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  executive  business. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  m6  tem¬ 
pore.  The  nominations  on  the  Executive 
Calendar  will  be  stated.  / 


DEPARTMENT  OF  /USTICE 

The  bill  clerk  read  the  nomination  of 
Charles  H.  Rogovin, /Of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  Administrator /Si  Law  Enforcement 
Assistance.  / 

The  ACTING ^PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  oojection,  the  nomination 
is  confirmed.  / 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

The  hill  clerk  read  the  nomination  of 
Jerome  M.  Rosow,  of  New  York,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
4s  confirmed. 


APPALACHIAN  REGIONAL 
COMMISSION 

The  bill  clerk  read  the  nomination  of 
John  B.  Waters,  Jr.,  of  Tennessee,  to  be 
Federal  cochairman  of  the  Appalachian 
Regional  Commission. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection  the  nomination 
is  confirmed. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi¬ 
nations. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg¬ 
islative  business. 


DESIGNATING  THE  VENTANA  WIL¬ 
DERNESS  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
proceeed  to  the  consideration  of  Calen¬ 
dar  No.  112,  S.  714. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
714)  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in  the 
State  of  California. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  with  an 
amendment  on  page  1,  line  7,  after  the 
word  “dated”  strike  out  “August  15, 
1967,”  and  insert  “March  14,  1969,”  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read : 

s.  714 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica  in  Congress  assembled.  That,  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  subsection  3(b)  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  of  Septembr  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891),  the 
area  classified  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area, 
with  the  proposed  additions  thereto  and  dele¬ 
tions  therefrom,  as  generally  depicted  on  a 
map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilderness — Pro¬ 
posed”,  dated  March  14,  1969,  which  is  on 
file  and  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated  as 
the  Ventana  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part 
of  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  comprising 
an  area  of  approximately  ninety-five  thou¬ 
sand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act 
takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
file  a  map  and  a  legal  description  of  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee  of  the  United 
States  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  such  description  shall  have  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this 
Act:  Provided,  however.  That  correction  of 
clerical  and  typographical  errors  in  such  legal 
description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act  governing  areas  designated  by  that 
Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  ref¬ 
erence  in  such  provisions  to  the  effective 


date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  excerpt  from  the  report  (No. 
91-115),  explaining  the  purposes  of  the 
bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

PURPOSE 

The  bill,  S.  714,  would  designate  a  total  of 
94,728  acres  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest 
in  California  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness  to 
be  administered  in  accordance  with  provi¬ 
sions  of  Public  Law  88-577,  the  Wilderness 
Act  of  1964,  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
The  area  includes  most  of  the  Ventana  Primi¬ 
tive  Area  and  some  contiguous  lands  which 
are  predominantly  valuable  as  wilderness  re¬ 
source. 

DESCRIPTION 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  lies  on 
both  sides  of  the  Santa  Lucia  Range  of 
mountains  and  the  east  side  of  the  crest  of 
the  Coast  Range,  Los  Padres  National  Forest. 
It  is  entirely  within  Monterey  County,  Calif., 
and  is  approximately  120  miles  south  of  San 
Francisco,  and  is  approximately  36  miles 
south  of  Monterey,  by  way  of  State  Highway 
1.  The  proposed  wilderness  contains  the 
headwaters  of  the  Carmel,  the  Arroyo  Seco, 
the  Little  Sur,  and  North  and  South  Forks 
of  the  Big  Sur  Rivers.  Elevations  range  from 
1,200  feet  on  the  Big  Sur  River  to  4,800  feet 
on  Ventana  Double  Cone.  The  area  is  ideal 
for  use  by  hikers  and  horsemen.  It  contains 
superb  mountain  scenery,  basin-like  valleys, 
unusual  species  of  trees  and  wild^  animals, 
and  is  close  to  the  large  centers  of  population 
in  the  San  Francisco  Bay-San  Jose  area. 

There  is  a  great  variety  of  vegetation.  The 
rain  forest  on  the  western  boundary  changes 
to  a  typical  southern  California  brush-type 
vegetation  in  the  easterly  portion  of  the  area. 
Numerous  species  of  conifers  and  hardwoods 
grow  here;  one  is  the  California  coast  red¬ 
wood  growing  at  the  most  southerly  limit 
of  its  range.  Another  conifer  found  in  the 
area  in  the  Santa  Lucia  fir,  or  bristlecone  fir. 

California  black-tail  deer,  mule  deer,  and 
wild  boar  are  found  in  the  area.  The  four 
main  rivers  and  many  other  streams  con¬ 
tain  trout.  Small  mammals,  ranging  from 
possum  to  spotted  skunk,  are  often  seen, 
along  with  an  occasional  black  bear  or  moun¬ 
tain  lion. 

NATURAL  RESOURCES 

The  timber  is  classified  as  noncommercial 
because  of  inaccessibility  and  relatively  small 
volume.  There  is  no  grazing  by  domestic  live¬ 
stock  within  the  area.  No  commercially  sig¬ 
nificant  mineral  deposits  have  been  found 
in  the  area  and  there  is  no  known  mineral 
production. 

NONFEDERAL  LANDS 

A  total  of  2,510  acres  are  in  non-Federal 
ownership.  These  are  in  nine  parcels  rang¬ 
ing  from  37  acres  to  640  acres  in  size,  and 
are  not  occupied.  The  Forest  Service  is  con¬ 
tinuing  a  plan  of  acquisition,  by  exchange 
or  purpose. 

AMENDMENT 

At  hearings  on  S.  714,  the  major  problem 
centered  around  area  G,  or  Willow  Creek, 
comprising  approximately  3,000  acres.  Nearby 
residents  and  conservationists  were  anxious 
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to  have  this  area  included.  The  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  left  it  outside  its  proposed  boundaries. 

Willow  Creek  is  a  year-round  stream  bor¬ 
dered  by  meadows  and  scattered  oaks  and 
sycamores.  The  area  offers  good  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  backpacking,  hiking,  camping  and 
-other  similar  recreation  activities.  It  con¬ 
tains  several  hike-in  camps  which  are  used 
regularly  by  Boy  Scouts  and  other  groups. 

The  Forest  Service  left  it  out  with  the 
intention  of  managing  it  primarily  for  rec¬ 
reation  without  public  road  access  and  with 
no  motor  vehicle  use  permitted.  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  testimony  indicated  the  only  reasons  for 
not  including  Willow  Creek  were  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  present  more  intensive  recreational 
use  and  because  a  fire  line  existed  along  the 
western  side  of  Willow  Creek  to  make  a 
natural  boundary  on  the  ridge  top.  However, 
it  was  pointed  out  that  fire  line  also  exists 
on  the  eastern  side  along  a  ridge  top  to  pro¬ 
vide  another  natural  boundary.  The  Forest 
Service  also  said  it  could  manage  the  area 
either  as  wilderness  or  outside  the  bounda¬ 
ries  as  it  had  proposed.  The  committee  de¬ 
cided  to  amend  the  bill  and  include  the  area. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  1 
Committee  favorably  reports,  as  amended, 
S.  714,  and  recommends  that  it  pass. 


VISIT  TO  THE  UNITED  STATES  BY 

HON.  PIERRE  ELLIOTT  TRUDEAU, 

PRIME  MINISTER  OP  CANADA 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  the 
President  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  America  have  had  the  oppor¬ 
tunity,  over  the  past  2  days,  to  meet 
with,  to  get  to  know,  and,  in  a  sense,  to 
evaluate  a  distinguished  statesman,  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Canada,  Pierre  Elliott 
Trudeau. 

Mr.  Trudeau  represents  a  new  genera¬ 
tion  in  politics,  a  new  outlook  on  the 
world,  and  an  up-to-date  understanding 
of  the  realities  of  the  globe  on  which  we 
all  exist. 

As  the  leader  of  the  predominant  party 
in  Parliament — as  the  head  of  his  gov¬ 
ernment,  in  fact — he  is  a  person  who  has 
assumed  great  responsibilities  not  only 
in  his  own  country  but  in  his  nation’s 
relations  with  all  the  other  countries  of 
the  world. 

Prime  Minister  Trudeau,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  represents  a  fresh  breeze  from  the 
north.  His  talks  with  our  President, 
am  sure,  have  been  fruitful  and  under¬ 
standing,  and  the  results  of  their  meet¬ 
ings  will,  I  believe,  offer  a  continuing 
hope  for  the  future  of  our  two  countries 
and  perhaps  together,  a  new  jrope  for 
the  world. 

No  one  should  underestimate  Canada, 
large  in  size,  small  in  population,  but 
with  a  voice  which  has  be/n,  still  is,  and 
should  be  heard  in  the  ivorld’s  councils. 

Mr.  Trudeau,  on  th</basis  of  the  im¬ 
pressions  he  made  in  /Washington,  on  the 
basis  of  what  he  has  said,  what  he  has 
done,  and  what  lye  is  attempting  to  do 
since  assuming  .the  office  of  the  Prime 
Minister  less  tjrtan  a  year  ago,  is  a  man 
of  candor,  understanding,  wit,  and  sym¬ 
pathy.  While  he  is  appreciative  of  our 
problemsyfts  the  working  head  of  a  sov¬ 
ereign  nation,  he  must  and  he  will  pur¬ 
sue  courses  which  he  considers  to  be  in 
the  bdst  interest  of  Canada.  This  is  as  it 
should  be  for  any  nation. 

/There  will  be  differences  between  Can¬ 
ada  and  the  United  States  from  time  to 


time,  but  that,  too,  is  as  it  should  be.  I 
do  not  see  any  problems  or  disagree¬ 
ments,  however,  which  are  not  capable 
of  solution  if  reasonable  attitudes  are 
maintained.  It  is  not  a  case  of  Canada 
depending  upon  the  United  States  or  of 
the  United  States  depending  upon  Can¬ 
ada  or  one  accepting  the  dictates  of  the 
other.  Rather  what  is  most  needed  is  a 
mutual  understanding  and  a  mutual  re¬ 
straint  since  the  two  nations  have  not 
only  an  independent  destiny  but  also  a 
large  measure  of  common  destiny. 

As  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  which  shares  a  700 -mile  border 
with  British  Columbia,  Alberta,  and 
Saskatchewan,  and  as  the  majority 
leader  of  the  U.S.  Senate,  I  wish  to 
thank  Canada's  Prime  Minister  for  hon¬ 
oring  us  with  his  visit  and  President 
Nixon  for  having  extended  the  invitation 
which  brought  him  here. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the 
text  of  Prime  Minister  Trudeau’s  press 
inference  at  the  Canadian  Embassy 
^nd  also  of  the  press  conference  held 
arv the  National  Press  Club,  both  o; 
March  25  and  both  in  Washington,  Dy 
ThVe  being  no  objection,  the  yad- 
dressesNwere  ordered  to  be  printed  jn  the 
Record,  \s  follows: 

Prime  Minister  Trudeau's  Press  Conference 
at  Canadian  Embassy,  Washington,  D.C., 
March  25,  1369 
Prime  Minister.  From  our /point  of  view 
the  Minister,  theNAmbassador  and  our  dele¬ 
gation,  I  think  we  All  seenyvery  pleased  with 
not  only  the  cordiality  of  the  welcome  but 
the  approach  that  Ny  President  and  his 
Administration  took  zk  us.  There  was  no 
hard  line,  no  pushing  arhund.  It  was  asking 
questions,  supplying  tlNr  own  impres¬ 
sions  ...  I  think  I/had  better  try  and  answer 
any  questions.  /  \ 

Question.  Mr.  Prime  Minister,  what  was 
the  emotion/towards  the  achievement  of 
this  brief  vjfeit  to  Washington  fdr  Canada? 

Prime  Minister.  I  think  the  facKthat  we 
laid  the  foundations  for  future  exchanges.  We 
laid  the  basis  for  personal  relationships 
which/ will  make  it  easier,  as  the  President 
says/himself,  for  us  to  pick  up  the  telephone 
ana  cut  through  the  red  tape  and  commV 
nlcate  with  each  other  directly  if  there  arev 
r  *ny  problems  which  demand  such  commu¬ 
nications.  It  was,  to  me,  a  bit  surprising  that 
we  should  establish  so  quickly  such  a  feel¬ 
ing  of  cordiality  and  I  think  it  was  due 
largely  to  a  deliberate  attempt  on  the  part 
of  President  Nixon  and  the  Americans  to  em¬ 
phasize  the  role  in  consultation  that  this 
Administration  plans  to  follow. 

Question.  Sir,  how  tough  are  these  domestic 
problems  that  are  coming  up— wheat  and  oil 
and  so  on?  And  do  you  think  the  consulta¬ 
tions  here  are  really  going  to  further  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  these  problems? 

Prime  Minister.  Well  they  are  very  tough. 
I  think  the  consultations  will  further  the 
solutions  to  the  problems  and  in  the  case  of 
oil,  as  we  announced,  we  will  have  meetings 
very  soon,  I  beheve  the  second  of  April  has 
been  chosen.  The  Americans  as  well  as  our¬ 
selves  realize  that  the  policy  has  to  be  re¬ 
vised,  perhaps  updated  wtih  new  discoveries 
and  the  new  levels  of  consumption  and  also 
with  the  reorganization  of  the  North  Ameri¬ 
can  market.  We  are  encouraged  in  the  sense 
that  both  countries  have  common  interests 
in  this,  whether  it  be  wheat  or  oil.  It  is  not 
as  though  we  are  trying  to  score  an  advantage 
against  the  other  country.  We  both  have  ad¬ 
vantage  in  reaching  common  conclusions. 
The  problem  will  be  on  wheat,  whether  we 
can  convince  the  other  producing  nations 


to  accept  our  point  of  view  and  on  oil  how  we 
will  envisage  jointly  the  prospects  for  tlfe 
future  of  this  market  and  the  future  of  inis 
industry.  In  that  sense  it  is  encouragine/that 
we  have  a  community  of  interest  but  it  does 
not  mean  that  the  solutions  will  be  /easy. 

Question.  Mr.  Prime  Minister,  in' your  re¬ 
port  to  the  President,  did  you  snGnd  a  sub¬ 
stantial  amount  of  time  on  sopial  and  stu¬ 
dent  unrest? 

Prime  Minister.  I  did  wit/  the  President 
and  I  did  with  the  Vice-President.  Most  of 
my  meeting  with  the  Vi<// President  was  on 
that  problem.  I  found  /That  he  has  a  very 
great  interest  in  the  problem  of  community 
living  but  of  course yne  has,  as  a  politician, 
great  experience  wych  that  area  of  our  so¬ 
ciety,  our  social  fabric.  In  the  case  of  the 
President,  we  tallied  about  it,  we  found  that 
our  approach ywas  largely  similar — I  don’t 
want  to  speak  for  him — but  I  was  inter¬ 
ested  in  feeling  out  whether  their  approach 
was  strictly  based  on  law  and  order  or 
whether /it  had  a  broader  sociological  and 
psychological  basis,  and  I  found  it  was  of 
the  latter  category.  It  is  not  merely  a  mat¬ 
ter  /5f  re-establishing  law  and  order,  it  is 
nor  either  a  matter  of  inventing  new  in- 
itutions  to  try  to  tackle  these  things.  The 
President  used  the  word  “communication” 
very  frequently  in  dealing  with  this,  and 
my  whole  interpretation  of  the  meeting  was 
that  in  this  field,  as  in  others,  he  is  a  prag¬ 
matist  and  does  not  promise  set  solutions.  He 
is  willing  to  explore  avenues  with  the  other 
person.  This  I  found  very  welcome.  Only 
the  future,  of  course,  will  tell  what  happens 
to  pragmatists.  I  may  be  threatened  by  the 
same  danger  myself.  If  you’re  approaching 
too  many  problems  on  an  “ad  hoc”  basis,  you 
may  suddenly  find  that  the  other  guy  with 
an  ideology  or  a  doctrine  has  outflanked 
you,  but  one  must  be  wily  enough,  and  I 
believe  the  President  is,  and  I  try  to  be. 

Question.  Do  you  think  the  President 
might  come  to  Canada  this  summer,  Mr. 
Prime  Minister,  any  idea? 

Prime  Minister.  Well,  in  inviting  him,  I 
tried  to  make  it  pressing  on  the  one  hand, 
because  I  do  want  him  to  feel  extremely  wel¬ 
come,  but  on  the  other  hand  I  so  much 
sympathize  with  a  man  in  that  very  high 
office  of  such  a  big  country  that  I  didn’t 
want  to  make  him  feel  that  he  had  to  come 
soon  to  please  us.  I  feel  that  it  will  be  a  mir¬ 
acle  if  he  has  time  to  do  more  traveling  be¬ 
fore  many  months  are  up.  But  we  did  not 
explore  any  precise  dates  except  that  I  think 
very  clearly  he  mentioned  that  he  had  been 
^to  Canada  at  the  opening  of  the  Seaway,  and 
said  it  would  be  a  good  chance  to  come 
b\ck  and  celebrate  the  anniversary,  early  in 
JuV-  But  I  do  not  know  if  he  will  entertain 
thatSidea  or  not. 

Question.  (Unclear) 

PrimeXMinister.  One  can  only  speculate 
and  I  would  say  very  clearly  that  we  were 
given  the  impression,  we  were  not  made  to 
feel  that  there  was  some  linkage  or  some 
bargaining  hefie,  that  if  we  were  nice  on  the 
military  and  strategic  problems  they  would 
be  nice  on  the\  other  bilateral  questions. 
There  was  no  connection  in  our  talks  be¬ 
tween  the  problems^  between  the  questions. 
Now  what  is  back  of\the  psychology  of  ne¬ 
gotiation  I  can’t  say,  xmt  we  were  all  very 
impressed.  The  Minister,  has  told  me  that, 
as  regards  his  own  talks\was  the  fact  that 
the  Americans  put  their  point  of  view,  they 
asked  us  about  ours,  but  theVe  was  no  press¬ 
ing,  no  compelling  demand  t^Rt  we  under¬ 
stand  that  point  of  view  and  tnkt  we  behave 
accordingly.  It  was  a  simple  statement  of 
point  of  view  and,  as  I  say,  no  linkage  be¬ 
tween  these  questions. 

Question.  Mr.  Prime  Minister,  can  y\u  give 
us  any  idea  when  you  expect  to  comik  to  a 
decision  concerning  the  ABM  policy  'end, 
while  you’re  at  it,  can  you  enlighten  usNjy 
what  you  mean  by  possible  participation? 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  27,1969 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 


AN  ACT 

To  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3(b)  of  the  Wilderness 

4  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891) ,  the  area  classified 

5  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  additions 

6  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally  depicted  on 

7  a  map  entitled  “ Ventana  Wilderness* — Proposed”,  dated 

8  March  14,  1969,  which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public 

9  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Depart- 
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inent  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated  as  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  comprising  an  area  of  approximately  ninety-five  thou¬ 
sand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes 
effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a 
legal  description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description 
shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this 
Act:  Provided,  however,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typo¬ 
graphical  errors  in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  he 
made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  administered 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated  by 
that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference  in 
such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  Act. 


3 


1  Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Ventana  Primi- 

2  five  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 

Passed  the  Senate  March  26,  1969. 

Attest:  FRANCIS  R.  VALEO, 

Secretary. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  /Senate  passed  measure  to  increase  food  stamp  authorization,  ''douse 
passed  continuing  appropriation  bill.  Senate  committee  reported  Great  Plaii 
conservation  bill.  Senate  committee  reported  bill  to  establish  youth  conservation 
progranr  in  USDA  and  Interior.  House  subcommittee  approved  Calif,  wilderness  bi bis . 
Sen. yScott  et  al  introduced  and  Sen.  Scott  discussed  bill  to  extend  food  stamp  prc 
gram  to  elderly.  Sen.  Muskie  introduced  and  discussed  intergovernmental  cooperatioi 
11.  Rep.  Nichols  introduced  and  discussed  meat  import  control  bill. 


APPROPRIATIONS*  Passed  without  amendment  H.  J.  Res.  790,  making  continuii 
sappropriations  for  fiscal  year  1970  (pp.  H5080-89).  Hie  bill  was  reported 
irlier  by  the  Appropriation  Committee  (H.  Kept.  91-3210  (p.  H5203)*  Rep. 
quoted  from  the  report:  "The  time  period  covered  by  the  accompanying 
ihion  is  limited  tc  the  four-month  Deriod,  July  1 — October  1969" 

(p.  H50Q9). 

Passedy  388-7,  with  amendments  H.  R.  12307,  the  indepm  dent/off  ices  and 
HUD  appropriation  bill,  1970  (pp.  H5HO-55)*  This  bill  includes  funds 
for  Appalachian  regional  development  and  disaster  relief  programs.  The 
committee  report  states: 

"Payment  to  civil  service  retirement  and  disabili ty,fund. — The  bill 
contains  the  budget  request  of  $73,000,000  for  pqyjrfent  to  the  civil 
service  re tirement  and  disability  fund.  This  amount  is  necessary  to 
cover  the  cost  of  obtain  increased  benefits  f </r  retired  employees  and 
is  required  by  law. 

"The  Committee  again  cdils  attention  to  the/fact  that  the  deficit  in 
the  civil  service  retirerWit  and  disability  fund  continues  to  increase. 
The  deficiency  is  estimatec\at  $57, 671a *399, 000  at  June  30,  1969,  and 
the  fund  will  be  paying  out  mqre  thaiyut  is  taking  in  by  1975  unless 
sound  financing  is  provided  soon,  1*  bill  has  been  reported  to  the  House 
by  the  Post  Office  and  Civil  3ervj<ce  Committee  relative  to  the  matter, 
and  the  Committee  urges  that  actlort\be  taken  to  provide  for  the 
necessary  sound  financing  at  the  earliest  opportunity." 


Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  Ilh00,\the  second  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  1969.  Senate' conferees  have  bden  appointed*  p.  H5155 


2.  MANPOWER.  Received  from Xhe  Post  Office  and  Civil\Service  Committee  a  report, 
"Improved  Manpower  Management  in  the  Federal  GoveriWnt — Examples  for  the 
Period  July— Decembe/  1969"  (H.  Rept.  91-323).  p.  H5$P3 


3. 


TAXATION.  The  Rip^s  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  the  consideration  of 
H.  R.  12290,  tp/ continue  the  income  tax  surcharge  and  the  excise  taxes  on 
automobiles  and  communication  services  for  temporary  periodsyvto  terminate 
the  investment  credit,  to  provide  a  low-income  allowance  for  ihdividuals. 
p,  H5203 


Rf 


h.  INTEREST  RATES.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  J.  Res.  123,  to  extend  £he  time 
for ^making  of  a  final  report  by  the  Commission  To  Study  Mortgage  Interest 
/9s.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President,  p.  H5089 
Rep.  Patman  inserted  a  letter  and  a  resolution  from  the  Cleveland  AFL-OiO 
"deploring  the  increase  in  the  interest  rate  pp.  H5197-8 

1*05-3, 

5«  RESEARCH.  PassecyWithout  amendment  H.  R.  12167,  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
authorization  bill.  The  bill  includes  funds  for  the  food  irradiation  program, 
pp.  H5089-110 


/ 


6.  WILDERNESS.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee 
approved  for  full  committee  action  R. — 65Qj  amended, — to  designate  thc- 

Vd-id e ree g c ,  Tddorado  -National  Pornotj  Calif  <r  ojW  H.  R.  3687, 
amenoed,  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
Calif,  o.  D5U6 


y 


• 


•u i_y  1 


-  4  - 

INFLATION,  INFORMATION.  Sen.  Mundt  inserted  a  transcript  of  a  June  18  CBS 
'  -oitol  Cloakroon"  program  consisting  of  an  interview  by  several  news  analyst! 
and^Sen.  Miller  on  timely  questions  and  discussions.  pp.  S7188-90 


19.  FEDERAbyAI D ;  EDUCATION.  Sen.  Yarborough  inserted  tables  and  charts  which 

said  brings  the  most  current  information  on  the  impact  of  the  administration's 
budget  proposals  (pursuant  to  impacted  areas  legislation)  on  the  schoo: 
districts  Effected  in  each  State.  pp.  S7190-5 


20.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Mansfield  and  others  discussed  several  possibilities 
for  the  legislative  program  in  the  near  future.  Sen.  Holland  requested  that 
aRrf CU1  bura  1  Appropriation  bill  be  considered  early  in  they^eek  of  July  4 
pp.  S7148-9 ^ 


_ _ _ HOUSE 

T'™^sSo  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee  voted  to  report  (but  did  not  actually  report)  K.  R.  3687,  amended, 

3.HCI  j  g  /III  4-  /-v  4  ^  j n.  .  _ -  -  _  '  ' 


^  •  •‘■‘■'-•'/x  umunuuaj — vo  awiomac  the  construction  oj 
entrance  road  at  Great  Smoky  Nouhtains  National  Park,  K.  C.,  reconsidered 
H.  J.  Res.  2R7,  relating  to  the  administration  of  the  national  park  system 
and  passed  over  H.  R.  8£0,  to  designate  th/ Desolation  ^Ilderness,  Eldorado 
National  Forest,  Calif,  p,  Df#3  x  7 

22.  INDIAN  AFFAIRS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ment  H.  R0  U71,  to  reserve  the  Blue /Lake  ahea,  New  Mexico,  for  the  Pueblo  de 
Taos  Indians  (K.  Rept.  91-326).  p/ H5311  x 


23. 


TARIFF;  TAXATION c  The  Rules  Corptittee  reported  ^.resolution  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  H.  Ro  U229,  to  contii/e  for  a  temporary  period  the  existing  suspension  of 
duty  on  neptanoic  acid, and  t6  continue  for  1  month\the  existing  rates  of  with- 
holding  of  income  tax  (including  withholding  of  surcharge  tax)  pending  the 
enactment  ci  the  tax  bill/ (p.  53H)*  A  request  by  Rep.  Boggs  to  concur  in  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  to  this  bill  was  objected  to  by  Rep.  Burton,  Calif.  pp.K5213-ll| 

Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  8614;,  to  make  permarWit  the  existing 
temporary  suspension  of  duty  on  crude  chicory  roots.  Senate  conferees  have 
been  appointed,  /p.  h£213 

Rep.  Patman /stated  that  he  will  withhold  his  "unqualified  APP01^  °-  the 
extension  of  the  surtax  until  such  time  as  we  have  a  tax  reform\bill  and  until 
Secretary-  Kennedy  is  willing  to  come  to  C$)  itol  Hill  and  fight  for  these 
reforms." /pp.  H52l;2-H3 

Rep.  Vanik  stated  "the  administration  must  understand  that  there  ban  be 
no  further  action  on  the  surtax  without  a  clear-cut  program  of  meaningful, 
reverme -producing  tax  reform."  p.  H5208 

fcep*  Eckhardt  proposed  that  "Congress  pass  legislation  extending  the 
present  withholding  rate,  which  includes  the  10  percent  additional  tax,  wiAi- 
wt  actually  extending  the  surtax  itself."  pp.  H5261-2 
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15. 


riMBER;  FORESTR’Y.  Sen.  Bennett  submitted  three  amendments  intended  to  be  pro; 
*osed  to  S.  1832,  to  provide  for  the  more  efficient  development  and  improve 
management  of  national  forest  commercial  timberlands,  to  establish  a 
timber-yield  fund.  p.  S7114 


high. 


10.  GRAINS.  \  Sen.  Harris  asked  the  Senate  to  take  a  "hard  look  at  at  least/  two  of 
the  mostNs triking  inequities  which  have  occurred"  since  adoption  of/the 
International  Grains  Arrangement.  He  expressed  concern  that  Australia  and 
France  haveTiad  advantages  detrimental  to  U.  S.  wheat  farmers,  /p.  S7162 


COTTON.  Sen.  TaTmiadge  said  that  the  true  purpose  of  the  subsydy  payments  is 
to  help  farmers  produce  cotton  and  sell  it  at  low,  competit/ve  prices  in 
spite  of  the  high  cost  of  production  and  criticized  what  ]*e  termed  "distortions 


of  information  whicK\are  being  used  to  mislead  people  at^out  the  nature  of 
the  limi tations issue.  \  pp.  S7162-3 


12.  HOUSING.  Sen.  Proxmire  cr\ticized  the  high  interest/rate  policy  of  the 

administration  and  FederalNleserve  as  it  relates  to  the  home  builder  and  buyet( 
pp.  S7158-9 


SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  Sen.  Boggs  inserted  an  Ame/fican  Bar  Association  Journal 
article  which  he  said  proposes  a  svstem  unden:  which  every  young  man  in  the 
country  perform  service  for  his  country  -/in  the  Armed  Forces,  if  he  is  able, 
in  one  of  the  various  civilian  services  it  he  is  not,  and  proposes  liberal 
exemptions  should  serve  longer  when  thb<y  go  on  active  duty.  pp.  S7170-2 


HEALTH.  Sen.  Eagleton  inserted  letters  from  hospital  officials  in  his  State 
expressing  concern  about  the  planned  elimination  by  HEW  of  the  flat  percentage 
allowance  as  an  element  applied  Jco  al  lowableVost  in  computing  reimbursement 
for  hospitals  and  extended  car^r  facilities  participating  in  medicare.  pp 
S7175-80 

Sen.  Williams,  Del.,  said/ne  still  receives  letters  and  phone  calls  giving 
information  about  "abuses /and  frauds"  in  the  medicare  and  medicaid  programs, 
pp.  S7172-4 


t 


PESTICIDES.  Sen.  Nelaon  referred  to  the  pollution  of  theyRhine  River  and 
said  that  the  quality  of  our  environment  is  in  serious  trouble  with  all 
nations  involved.  /  pp.  S7181-2 


SMALL  BUSINESS ./ Sen .  Gravel  said  he  strongly  supports  the  SelecN:  Small  Business 
Committee's  recent  efforts  to  obtain  economic  justice  for  smal lei\  firms  and 
criticized  Cutbacks  in  the  loan  programs.  pp.  S7185-6 

Sen.  Bible  called  attention  to  the  credit  problems  of  small  busings  firms 
which  he/said  are  becoming  increasingly  acute.  pp.  S7182-5 


17.  NATIONAL  PARK.  Sen.  Yarborough  inserted  a  Texas  Federation  of  Women's  Cli 
resolution  asking  Congress  to  pass  his  bill  to  establish  a  Big  Thicket 
National  Park  in  southeast  Texas.  p.  S7187 
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SAPP  RETIRE 


This  Digest  of  Congressional  Proceedings  was  designed  by, 
and  has  been  prepared  for  mbre/than  30  years  under  the 
general  direction  of  Carl  Sapp-  Chief  of  the  Division  of 
Legislative  Reporting,  Office  ofv Budget  and  Finance. 

Today,  July  25,  1969,  Mri  Sapp  retires  after  nearly  36 
years  of  service  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  This 
is  the  last  issue  of/the  Digest  prepared  under  his  direc¬ 
tion.  We  wish  hini/the  be3t  of  luck  ana\3uccess  in 
retirement. 

Charles  L.  Grailt,  Director 
Office  of  Budget  and  Finance 


HIGHLIGHTS:/  House  committees  reported  tax-surcharge  extension  bill  anXventana 
wilderness  bill.  Senate  committee  voted  to  report  water  quality  improvement 
bill,  ^enate  subcommittee  approved  civil  service  retirement  financing  and 
benefits  bill. 


-r  CONTENTS  see  page  6 


2.  HEALTH;  'SAFETY.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  10946,  to  promote  health  and  safety 
in  the  building  trades  and  construction  industry  in  all  FederaVand  federally 
financed  o\  federally  assisted  construction  projects,  pp.  S8,564-5 


Several  Senators  discussed  tax  reform.  pp.  S8497-8,  S8498-9,  S8500-3, 


3.  TAXATION 
S8507-8 

Received  from\the  city  council  of  Storm  Lake,  Iowa, 
any  tax  reform  legislation  that  would  alter  the  prese 
interest  from  municipal  bonds.  p.  S8510 

Sen.  Stevens  submitted  amendments  to  the  income  / ax  surcharge  bill  that 
would  continue  tax  creoits  for  investments  in  depipessed  areas,  pp.  S8528-9 


resolution  opposed  to 
tax  exempt  status  on 


4.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Both  Houses  received  from  the  Federal  Power  Commission  a 


publication  entitled,  "Alaska  Power  Survey, 


>p.  S8509 ,  H6327 


5.  FOOD  ADDITIVES.  Sen.  Proxmire  ctornmended  the'  development  and  distribution  of  a 
corn-soy-milk  food  additive  and  inserted  am  article,  "Protein-Rich  CSM 
Nourishes  Millions  Around  the  Worm."  S8531 


6.  ENVIRONMENT.  Sen.  Nelson  inserted  an  Xrticle  about  the  effects  to  the  environ¬ 
ment  and  to  human  health  of  continued  use  of  DDT  and  other  persistent  pesticides 
(p.  S8538)  and  Sen.  Ribicoff  stateeT  "we  m^st  develop  a  greater  sense  of  environ¬ 
mental  responsibility"  (pp.  S853^40). 


7.  RECREATION.  Sen.  Yarborough  inserted  a  resolution  from  the  Athenaeum  Club  of 
Sweetwater,  Tex.,  calling  toy  the  establishraenc\of  a  Big  Thicket  National 
Park,  Tex.  pp.  S8542-3 


8.  BALANCE  OF  PAYMENTS.  Sen/  Symington  stated  the  "necessity  for  correcting  this 
deteriorating"  balance-of- payments  picture  is  but  oneXmore  reason  to  reduce 
gigantic  military  and/other  expenditures  abroad,  p.  S8^43 


C 


HOUSE 


9.  WILDERNESS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amendments' 
H.  R.  3687,  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
Calif.  (H.  Rept.  91-388).  p.  H6327 


10.  SAFETY.  Tlu/ Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  wi th  .amendment 

H.  R.  762 I,  to  protect  children  from  toys  and  other  articles  intendedNfor  use 
by  children  which  are  hazardous  to  the  presence  of  electrical,  mechani<Xil, 
or  the/mal  hazards  (H.  Rept.  91-389).  p.  H6327 

11.  TAXATION.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R.  13080, 

t<y  continue  for  an  additional  15  days  the  existing  rates  of  income  tax  withhold 
/ng  at  source  (H.  Rept.  91-393).  p.  H6327  \ 


91st  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
1st  Session  )  (  No.  91-388 


DESIGNATING  THE  VENTANA  WILDERNESS,  LOS 
PADRES  NATIONAL  FOREST,  IN  THE  STATE  OF  CALI¬ 
FORNIA 


July  24,  1969.- 


-Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Baring,  from  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.R.  3687] 

The  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.R,  3687)  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness, 
Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of  California,  having  con¬ 
sidered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  with  amendments  and 
recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows : 

Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  “August  15,  1967,”  and  insert  “March  14, 
1969,”. 

Page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  “ninety-five”  and  insert  “ninety-eight”. 

PURPOSE 

H.R.  3687,  as  amended  and  approved  by  the  committee,  would  desig¬ 
nate  approximately  98,000  acres  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  and 
adjoining  national  forest  land  in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
Calif.,  as  wilderness.  The  designated  area  would  be  administered  in 
accordance  with  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  (78  Stat.  890). 

H.R,  3687  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Talcott.  A  bill  which  is  the  same  m 
substance,  S.  714,  was  passed  by  the  Senate  March  26,  1969. 

NEED 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  is  situated  in  Monterey  County 
approximately  120  miles  south  of  San  Francisco  and  36  miles  south 
of  Monterey.  The  area  lies  on  both  sides  of  the  Santa  Lucia  mountains 
and  up  the  east  side  to  the  crest  of  the  coast  range.  It  contains  the 
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headwaters  of  the  Carmel,  the  Arroyo  Seco,  the  Little  !Sur,  and  the 
north  and  south  forks  of  the  Big  Sur  Liver.  It  displays  superb  moun¬ 
tain  scenery,  unusual  species  of  trees  and  wild  animals  and  because  of 
its  proximity  to  the  large  population  centers  in  the  San  Francisco 
Bay-San  Jose  area,  it  is  ideal  for  use  by  wilderness  enthusiasts  particu¬ 
larly  in  winter  when  higher  elevation  wildernesses  are  snowbound. 

One  of  the  unique  features  of  the  proposed  wilderness  area  is  its  va¬ 
riety  of  vegetation,  including  the  Santa  Lucia  fir  which  is  not  found 
elsewhere  and  the  California  coast  redwood.  Wildlife  includes  deer, 
wild  boar,  mountain  lion,  and  smaller  animals.  Trout  fishing  is  popular 
in  the  streams. 

The  timber  resources,  consisting  chiefly  of  mixed  conifers,  are  classi¬ 
fied  as  noncommercial  because  of  inaccessibility  and  small  volumes. 
Approximately  75  percent  of  the  area  is  covered  with  brush,  princi¬ 
pally  of  the  chaparral  type.  There  is  no  commercial  grazing  of  live¬ 
stock  within  the  area  and  no  commercially  significant  mineral  deposits 
are  known  to  exist.  Water  yield  from  the  watersheds  within  the  area  is 
significant,  but,  will  remain  unchanged  under  wilderness  management. 
There  are  nine  parcels  of  private  land  within  the  proposed  wilderness 
area  containing  2,510  acres.  These  inholdings  will  be  acquired  when¬ 
ever  possible. 

From  testimony  presented  to  the  committee,  it  became  evident  that 
the  addition  of  approximately  3,000  acres  along  the  easterly  boundary 
of  the  area  was  justified.  This  tract,  generally  known  as  the  Willow 
Creek  Area,  is  ideally  suited  for  undeveloped  camping  and  is  fre¬ 
quented  by  Boy  Scout  groups  on  backpacking  trips.  Further,  testimony 
indicated  that  its  inclusion  would  not  lessen  the  firefighting  capability 
of  the  Forest  Service. 


COMMITTEE  AMENDMENTS 

The  amendment  adopted  by  the  committee  provides  for  the  inclusion 
of  approximately  3,000  acres  of  adjacent  Forest  Service  land  located 
along  the  easterly  boundary  of  the  proposed  wilderness.  This  addi¬ 
tion  increases  the  acreage  within  ILL.  3687  from  approximately  95,000 
to  98,000  acres.  This  change  would  be  reflected  in  the  new  map  dated 
March  14,  1969.  Although  not  included  initially  in  the  recommenda-1 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  Department  testified  during 
the  hearings  that  it  had  no  objection  to  the  addition. 

COST 

No  additional  budgetary  expenditures  are  involved  in  the  enactment 
of  H.E,  3687. 

COMMITTEE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

The  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  recommends  that 
ILL.  3687,  as  amended,  be  enacted. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATION 

The  favorable  reports  of  the  Departments  of  Agriculture  and  In¬ 
terior  follow.  In  addition  to  these  reports,  House  Document  No.  292, 
part  9,  90th  Congress,  second  session,  dated  April  1,  1968,  contains 
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the  mineral  report,  additional  background  material,  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  the  proposed  wilderness  area. 

Department  of  Agriculture, 

Washington ,  D.C.,  June  d,  19G9. 

Hon.  Wayne  X.  Aspinall, 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs , 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman  :  As  you  asked,  here  is  our  report  on  II. R. 
3687,  a  bill  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 

We  recommend  that  H.R.  3687  be  enacted. 

H.R.  3687  would  designate  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness  the  area  now 
classified  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
Calif.,  with  certain  additions  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom.  The 
wilderness  would  be  within  and  a  part  of  the  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  and  would  contain  approximately  95,000  acres,  as  generally 
depicted  on  a  map  on  file  and  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service.  As  soon  as  practicable  after 
enactment  of  H.R.  3687,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  file  a 
detailed  map  and  description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the 
House  and  Senate  Committees  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

The  Ventana  Wilderness  would  be  administered  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  governing  areas  designated  by  that  act  as  wilderness.  However, 
any  reference  in  the  provisions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  to  the  effective 
date  of  that  act  would  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date 
of  H.R.  3687.  The  bill  would  also  abolish  the  previous  classification 
of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area. 

The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  (78  Stat.  890)  established  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System.  Comprising  the  initial  system  were 
54  national  forest  areas,  containing  around  9  million  acres,  then 
classified  as  wilderness,  wild,  or  canoe  areas.  Subsection  3(b)  of  the 
Wilderness  Act  directed  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  review  the 
areas  then  classified  as  National  Forest  Primitive  Areas,  within  10 
years,  as  to  their  suitability  or  nonsuitability  for  preservation  as  wil¬ 
derness.  The  act  provides  that  the  Secretary  is  to  report  his  findings  to 
the  President,  and  the  President  is  to  submit  his  recommendations  to 
Congress. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  results  from  a  review  of  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area  in  accordance  with  the  review  procedures  set 
forth  by  the  Wilderness  Act.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  submitted 
his  report  on  the  proposed  wilderness  to  the  President  on  January  25, 
1968,  and  the  President  submitted  his  recommendations  to  Congress  on 
March  29,  1968.  The  President’s  recommendations  are  contained  in 
House  Document  292,  part  9,  90th  Congress,  second  session. 

Our  recommendations  for  designation  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
are  embodied  in  H.R.  3687.  The  area  has  outstanding  wilderness  quali¬ 
ties  and  we  recommend  that  it  be  added  to  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System. 
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The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the 
presentation  of  this  report  from  the  standpoint  of  the  administration’s 
program. 

Sincerely, 

Clarence  D.  Palmby,  Acting  Secretary. 


U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Office  of  tiie  Secretary, 

W dshington,  D.C.,  June  6 , 1969. 

Hon.  Wayne  X.  Aspinall, 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  Your  committee  has  requested  a  report  from 
this  Department  on  H.R.  3687,  a  bill  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 

We  have  no  objection  to  the  enactment  of  this  bill. 

The  bill  designates  an  area  of  94,728  acres  in  the  Los  Padres  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  in  California  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness.  The  area  in¬ 
cludes  most  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  and  some  contiguous  lands 
which  are  predominately  valuable  as  a  wilderness  resource.  When  the 
area  is  classified  as  wilderness,  it  will  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  890).  The  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal 
description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Congress,  which  will 
have  the  force  of  law.  It  is  further  provided  that  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness  shall  be  administered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  is  about  120  miles  south  of  San 
Francisco  and  36  miles  south  of  Monterey,  by  way  of  State  Highway  1. 
The  area  contains  the  headwaters  of  the  Carmel,  the  Arroyo  Seco,  the 
Little  Sur,  and  the  north  and  south  forks  of  the  Big  Sur  Rivers.  The 
area  is  ideal  for  use  by  hikers  and  horsemen.  It  contains  superb 
mountain  scenery,  basin-like  valleys,  unusual  species  of  trees  and  wild 
animals,  and  is  close  to  large  centers  of  population  in  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  Bay-San  Jose  area. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  is  unique  in  that  it  contains  a 
great  variety  of  vegetation,  including  the  Santa  Lucia  fir  which  is  not 
found  elsewhere  and  the  California  coast  redwood.  From  the  wildlife 
standpoint,  the  area  includes  deer,  wild  boar,  mountain  lions,  and 
many  songbirds.  A  number  of  popular  trout-fishing  streams  are  also 
found  in  the  area. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  of  this  Department  is  presently  con¬ 
ducting  a  general  reconnaissance  investigation  of  the  central  California 
coastal  area.  Because  of  the  high  rainfall  in  the  general  vicinity,  the 
potential  storage,  diversion,  and  conveyance  facilities  within  the  pro¬ 
ducing  area.  Our  studies  indicate  that  all  potentially  developable  local 
water  supplies  will  need  to  be  considered  in  meeting  future  water  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  central  California  coastal  area.  This  might  include 
potential  storage,  diversion,  and  conveyance  facilities  within  the  pro¬ 
posed  Ventana  Wilderness  Area  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  4(d)  (4)  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 
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The  Bureau  of  Mines  and  the  Geological  Survey  of  this  Department 
have  examined  the  proposed  wilderness  area  to  determine  its  mineral 
values.  They  determined  that  there  has  been  no  production  of  minerals 
from  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  and  they  found  no  evidence  of 
commercial  mineral  deposits  within  the  boundaries  of  the  proposed 
wilderness. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  there  is  no  objection  to 
the  presentation  of  this  report  from  the  standpoint  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration’s  program. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Russell  E.  Train, 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 


o 
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H.  R.  3687 

[Report  No.  91-388] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

January  15, 1969 

Mr.  Talcott  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 

July  24, 1969 

Reported  with  amendments,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National 
Forest,  in  the  State  of  California. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 
2  That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3  (b)  of  the  Wilderness 

4  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891 ) ,  the  area  classified 

5  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  addi- 

6  tions  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally  depicted 

7  on  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilderness— Proposed/’  dated 

8  August  1 967-  March  14,  1969,  which  is  on  file  and  avail- 

9  able  for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest 
10  Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  designated  as 
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the  Ventana  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres 
National  Forest,  comprising  an  area  of  approximately  nmety- 
hwe  ninety-eight  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes  effect, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal 
description  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  such  description  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this  Act:  Provided, 
however,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typographical  errors 
in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  administered 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated 
by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any  reference 
in  such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Ventana  Primi¬ 
tive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 


w 

H 

> 

f 

o 

o 


h3 

o 

O  £  o, 
&  &  8 


Hb 

O 

2 
M  • 


s'E 

^  I 

go  ^ 

rt- 

s  ^ 

P  ct> 
p 

^  <1 

^  § 
2  S- 

CD  B 
CD  h-> 
c+  £3 


p  ^ 

t-J  • 

If 

*1 

p  TO 

fr 

Hs  Cfi 


so 

a 

v 

o 


«5 

I 

CO 

00 

00 


CD 

M 

“  Q 
TJX  O 
H  ^ 

s  o 
SS 

a  S 
m 
m 


if  ^ 

2  !■** 


CO 

a> 

oo 


Union  Calendar  No.  161 


OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C.  202  50 

.OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 


POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 
U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURJ 


OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 
(FOR  INFORMATION  ONLYj 
NOT  TO  BE  QUOTED  OR  CITED) 


1TENTS 


Issuef 
For  actionyof 


August  5, 
August  4, 
91st  1st 


1969 
1969 
No.  131 


Appropriations . .4 

Atomic  energy . 26 

Beef.  . . 22 

Civil  rights . 24 

Environment . .26 

Ethics . .  .  28 

Expenditures . 17 

Farm  policy . 22- 

Hunger . .A.  1 

Land  retirement . >/f.22 


Legislative  Digram . 9 

Libraries  .  y/.  . .  5 

Military  .Service. .  iY.  . . .29 

National  Parks . .Tv.  .6 

Oceanography 

OLi've  imports . 27 

'ersonnel . 16,28 

Pesticides . 8,14,18 

Pollution.... . 7,25,26 

Population . 21 


Purchasing . .23 

Recreation. . 3 

Research.  . . 15,19 

Retirement . 16 

Subsidy  payments ........  20 

^Taxation . 1,13 

MKor  pollution . 7,25 

Wheaty. . 10 

Wi  1  derates  . . 2 

Wi  Id  1  if  e/Tv . 12 


HIGHLIGHTS/^  House  committee  reported  tax  reform  bill.  House  passed  Ventana, 
Calif,  wilderness  bill.  House  agreed  to  Senate  amendment  to  extend  surcharge 
tax  though  Dec.  31. 
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TAXATION.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  reported  without  amendment,  on 
2  dering  adjournment,  H.  R.  13270,  to  reform  the  income  tax  laws  (H. 

91-413).  p.  H6880,  H6831-32,  H6878 

Concurred  in  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R.  9951,  to  provide  for  theydol lection 
of  the  Federal  unemployment  tax  in  quarterly  installments  duringydach  taxable 
year  (theNSenate  amendment  being  a  provision  for  the  continuation  of  the  sur¬ 
tax  for  6  riWiths  on  a  10-percent  basis).  This  bill  will  now  Jae  sent  to  the 
President.  p>j.  H6791-802 


2.  WILDERNESS.  Passed  S.  714,  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  Padres 

National  Forest,  Calif.,  with  an  amendment  to  substitute  the  language  of  H.R, 
3687,  a  similar  bill  which  was  passed  earlier  as  reported,  H.  R.  3687  was 
tabled.  pp.  H6788-90 


3.  RECREATION.  Passed  unde r\;uspens ion  of  the  rule«  S.-912,  to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Florissant  Fossil  Beds  National  Nfcmument,  Colo.  pp. 
H6803-8 


( 


4.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Rep.  Flood  inserted  tabLes  showing  summary  of  Labor-HEW  Appro¬ 
priations  for  1969  and  1970.  pp/\H683/-38 


5.  LIBRARIES.  Rep.  Schwengel  spoke  inXilpport  of  an  increase  in  funds  for  the 
centralized  cataloging  program  administered  by  the  Library  of  Congress.  p. 
H6871 


6.  NATIONAL  PARKS.  Rep.  Don  H.  Elausen  commend) 
Pacific  Corp.  of  a  $6  mi  1  Lion  prime  stand,  of 
Nature  Conservancy.  pp./H6839-40 


the  donation  by  the  Georgia- 
;edwood  timber  in  Calif,  to  the 


WATER  POLLUTION.  RepyXraraer  spoke  in  support  of  the  bill  to  provide  adequate 
financial  assistance  and  to  increase  the  allotment  tX  certain  States  of 
construction  grang  funds  for  water  pollution  control. \pp.  H6841-42 

Rep.  Podell  s'tated  if  the  oil  industry's  opposition  the  Government's 
plan  to  hold  public  hearings  before  offering  more  offshorh  oil  drilling 
leases  triumfms  "our  entire  environment  will  remain  open  to\further  catastro- 
phies."  p/H6873 


8. 


PESTICIDES.  Rep.  Podell  urged  the  extension  indefinitely  of  the 
ban  oy(  DDT  which  will  expire  on  Aug,  8.  p.  H6873 


IS  DA  30 -day 


9. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  on  Tues,  the  HousXwill 
!onsider  the  military  construction  authorization  bill.  pp.  D717-18 
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House  of  Representatives 


\The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Edward  G.  Latch, 
D.D  ^offered  the  following  prayer : 

Ask,\nd  it  shall  be  given  you;  seek, 
and  ye  shall  find;  knock,  and  it  shall  be 
opened  unboyou. — Matthew  7:  7. 

O  spirit  ofShe  living  God,  arise  within 
us  as  we  bow  at  the  altar  of  prayer  and 
lift  our  hearts  iiHp  Thy  presence.  In  this 
troubled  time  lead  us  beside  the  still 
waters  where  our  shuls  can  be  restored 
and  our  faith  renewed.  In  the  quiet  of 
this  moment  help  us  th  hear  Thy  still, 
small  voice  and  hearing  obey  it;  and 
obeying  it  be  led  in  right  paths  for  Thy 
name’s  sake.  .  \ 

Direct  and  bless  these  lead^s  of  our 
Nation  that,  in  seeking  to  find  solutions 
for  the  problems  of  this  hour  and  en¬ 
deavoring  to  discover  a  cure  for  theMis- 
tress  of  our  day,  they  first  cleanse  tnfeir 
own  hearts  and  then  may  they  see  clearl^, 
to  plan  wisely  and  to  move  forward  to  the 
time  when  our  people  shall  live  together 
in  good  will  and  the  nations  shall  dwell 
together  in  peace. 

O  God,  make  us  good  enough  for  this 
great  day. 

In  the  spirit  of  Christ  wre  pray.  Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Fri¬ 
day,  August  1,  1969,  was  read  and 
approved. 


NATION  NEEDS  A  SOURCE  OF  IN¬ 
TEREST  CREDIT  AT  REASONABLE 
RATES— AN  RFC-TYPE  AGENCY 
PROPOSED 

(Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Nation 
needs  a  source  of  funds  at  reasonable  inv 
terest  rates  to  meet  its  vast  public  needs. 

The  private  money  markets — regard¬ 
less  of  the  reason — are  not  providing  the 
funds  necessary  to  meet  the  need/of  the 
school  districts,  the  county,  inty,  and 
State  governments  across  thfoland.  As  a 
result,  we  are  seeing  school  /Construction, 
water  and  sewage  facilities!;  parks,  roads, 
and  housing  fall  far  behind.  We  are  cre¬ 
ating  a  fantastically/nuge  backlog  of 
unmet  public  needs  because  of  the  lack 
of  credit  at  interest;  rates  that  local  gov¬ 
ernments  can  afford. 

Every  one  of/the  81,299  governmental 
entities  across  the  country  are  finding  it 
difficult — if/not  impossible — to  raise  the 
necessary/ funds.  The  municipal  bond 
markeb/the  prime  source  of  funds  for 
local  /governmental  improvements — is 
virtually  nonexistent  and  even  huge 
unixs — like  the  State  of  California — are 
finding  it  hard  to  market  bonds.  All  gov¬ 
ernmental  entities  are  paying  premi- 


Monday,  August  4,  1969 

ums — interest  rates  of  6  to  7  percent  on 
tax-exempt  bonds — and  many  are  simply 
unable  to  market  bonds  at  any  price. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  convinced  that  this 
Nation  must  reestablish  a  Federal  credit 
institution  similar  to  the  old  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation — RFC — that 
operated  so  successfully  between  1932  and 
1954.  RFC  saved  thousands  of  schools, 
local  governments,  and  small  business¬ 
men  in  all  sections  of  the  Nation  by 
furnishing  credit— big  blocks  of  Gredit — 
at  reasonable  terms. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  near  future,  I  plan 
to  introduce  legislation — discussed  by  me 
in  remarks  that  appear  at  another  place 
in  today’s  Record — to  establish  a  mod- 
.  ern  version  of  the  RFC  to  meet  the 
vast  credit  needs — at  reasonable  rates — ■ 
of  our  local  governmental  units  and  other 
worthy  borrowers.  In  this  way,  we  can 
keep  the  basic  needs  of  the  Nation — items 
like  schools,  water  and  sewage  facilities, 
'©arks — moving  forward  regardless  of 
wijat  happens  in  the  money  markets.  / 


(Mr.  ADl^IR  asked  and  wa/ given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  1  min¬ 
ute  and  to  rbvise  and  Extend  his  re¬ 
marks.)  \  / 

Mr.  ADAIR.  Mk  Sj^eaker,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  now  returned  from  a  round- 
the-world  mission  vvhich — while  ex¬ 
tremely  difficult  and  \ery  fatiguing — 
was  a  tremendous  success. 

If  one  rea/s  the  statements  made  by 
Mr.  Nixonfon  the  course  of  this  trip,  he 
readily  discovers  a  common  thread  of 
though/ which  indicates  a  newMimen- 
sion  in  our  policy  toward  Asia.  Briefly 
put/it  seems  to  me  that  the  President 
hais  said  to  friendly  Asian  nations  that 
/fiey  will  continue  to  have  our  economic, 
support  where  necessary,  but  that  we 
expect  them  to  assume  a  greater  share 
of  the  burden  of  developing  and  defend¬ 
ing  the  free  nations  in  that  part  of  the 
world. 

In  the  field  of  military  assistance,  it 
seems  clear  to  me  that  the  President  is 
saying  we  are  willing  to  provide  mate¬ 
riel  assistance  where  justified,  but  that 
we  do  expect  these  nations  to  provide 
the  manpower  for  their  own  defense. 

As  a  part  of  this  policy,  the  President 
has  indicated  that  the  matter  of  re¬ 
placing  American  soldiers  in  Vietnam 
with  Vietnamese  troops  is  receiving  care¬ 
ful  study  and  that  we  might  expect  a 
further  announcement  in  this  connec¬ 
tion  before  the  end  of  this  month. 

At  the  same  time  it  is  clear  that  we 
have  made  as  many  concessions  to  the 
North  Vietnamese  and  Vietcong  as  we 
can  under  present  circumstances.  As,  I 
have  said  before,  if  they  truly  want 
peace,  then  it  is  high  time  that  they 


indicate  it  by  some  meaningful  response!. 
Unless  this  is  done,  the  world  can  c/uy 
judge  that  the  Communist  leaded  in 
fact,  do  not  desire  peace,  but /rather 
wish  a  continuation  of  the  bladdy  con¬ 
flict.  / 

One  is  impressed  by  the  Unexpectedly 
small  amount  of  anti-Anferican  senti¬ 
ment  expressed  towany  the  President 
during  this  historymaking  mission.  On 
the  contrary,  it  proved  again  that  there 
is  a  vast  reservonr  of  respect,  admira¬ 
tion,  and  good  ynll  toward  this  Nation 
and  its  people/ 

In  short,  hy  any  standard,  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  trip  inust  be  labelled  a  great  suc¬ 
cess  and  Jane  which  may  lead  to  a  prop¬ 
er  and  bfrnely  reevaluation  of  our  policy 
towar/  other  parts  of  the  world,  es¬ 
pecially  the  Asian  nations. 


/PRESIDENT’S  TRIP  AROUND  THE 
WORLD 

(Mr.  RIVERS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  one 
of  those  who  heard  the  report  of  the 
President  this  morning  on  his  trip 
around  the  world. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  with  his 
fine  report.  I  was  quite  fascinated  by 
what  the  President  did  do  and  what  he 
tried  to  do. 

The  Nation  should  know  the  insuper¬ 
able  task  imposed  on  this  man.  As  we 
sat  there  listening  to  his  account  of  his 
great  odyssey,  and  it  was  an  interesting 
one,  all  of  us  to  a  man — and  I  am  sure, 
Mr.  Speaker,  you  are  not  the  least  among 
those  who  have  given  the  President  your 
complete  support — were  determined  to 
give  this  man  our  help;  indeed,  he  is 
going  to  get  our  help  and  our  under¬ 
standing  and  our  sympathy.  He  made  a 
nge  report. 

Dam  not  bragging — I  happened  to  be 
one  of  those  who  went  out  to  meet  him 
last  night.  Seeing  the  outpouring  of 
people  who  came  out  to  greet  him,  and 
there  wereSmany  thousands,  meant  one 
thing  to  me, \hat  this  country  wants  this 
man  to  succeed  and  they  were  with  him 
on  this  trip  aroVmd  the  world  in  which 
this  country  is  being  attacked  in  every 
area.  \ 

If  the  President  canNbring  about  a  new 
understanding  of  America  in  the  world, 
an  understanding  of  theN'altruistic  feel¬ 
ing  of  American  and  the  humane  efforts 
of  this  Congress  and  of  the  Norton  which 
have  been  for  a  long  time  deaicated  to 
the  betterment  of  conditions  of  ah  peo¬ 
ples  of  the  world — then  this  trip  wihshave 
been  worth  it.  He  deserves  our  gratitude 
and  our  prayers.  \ 

Mr.  GERALD  R.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker}1 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 


H  6787 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOI  [SE 


August  4,  1969 


Mr.  "RIVERS.  If  I  have  the  time 
available\  l  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
minority  leader. 

Mr.  GERALD  R.  FORD,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  President's  report  to  the  leadership 
of  both  major  pQlitical  parties  and  those 
from  various  committees  having  direct 
interest  in  foreign,  policy  and  military 
policy  was  a  fabulously  frank,  very 
meaningful  overview'of  his  12-day  trip 
around  the  world.  I  was  not  only  im¬ 
pressed  with  the  details  the  President 
gave  us,  but  the  fact  that  he  set  forth 
a  shift  in  foreign  policy  which  will  be 
better  not  only  for  us  but  foi\all  nations, 
not  only  in  Southeast  Asia  but,  through¬ 
out  the  world.  I  believe  our  Nation  has 
benefited  from  this  trip,  and  mat  we 
who  were  the  beneficiaries  of  the'Presi- 
dent’s  report  this  morning  are  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  do  a  better  job  for  the  Natron. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  I  thank  the  gentlemai 


PRESIDENT’S  VISIT  TO  RUMANIA 

GIVES  AMERICA  THE  INITIATIVE 

FOR  THE  FIRST  TIME  IN  MANY 

YEARS 

(Mr.  PUCINSKI  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PUCINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe 
the  President’s  visit  to  Rumania  over  the 
weekend  was  a  monumental  triumph  for 
American  diplomacy.  I  think  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  tumultuous  reception  in  Rumania 
again  proves  the  tremendous  respect  that 
the  people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  have 
for  the  United  States,  its  people,  and  its 
leadership.  Mr.  Nixon  received  an  ova¬ 
tion  from  the  people  of  Rumania  unprec¬ 
edented  by  any  leader,  and  it  only  re¬ 
calls  for  us  the  visit  by  another  American 
a  few  years  earlier  when  the  late  Senator 
Kennedy  visited  Poland.  There  he  also 
received  a  tumultuous  reception  by  the 
people  of  that  country. 

I  believe  the  visit  by  the  President  to 
Rumania  may  very  well  be  the  turning 
point  in  the  cold  war,  because  when  the 
President  sits  down  with  Brezhnev  and 
Kosygin  sometime  later  this  year,  he  will 
sit  down  with  the  full  knowledge  that  the 
180  million  people  behind  the  Iron  Cun 
tain  are  strong  friends  and  supporters/of 
the  United  States. 

One  can  only  wonder  at  the  reaction  in 
the  Kremlin  to  this  huge  reception  for 
this  American  President,  \yhen  the 
Kremlin  was  reduced  to  making  silly 
statements  over  the  weekend  reminding 
people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  that  the 
Brezhnev  doctrine  appli^,  and  that  they 
should  not  cuddle  up  Jmo  closely  to  the 
United  States. 

I  believe  we  Americans  can  be  proud 
of  the  President’ll  visit  to  Rumania.  I 
think  it  shores  up  our  own  firm  belief  in 
in  something  that  many  of  us  have  been 
saying  here  for  a  long  time:  The  people 
of  those  “cdptive”  nations  are  with  us. 
They  are/nir  friends;  they  are  not  Com¬ 
munists/They  happen  to  be  dominated 
by  Conununist  regimes  against  Jieir  will. 

I  mink  the  President’s  trip  to  Rumania 
p raved  that  point.  I  do  not  know  whose 
idea  this  was,  but  whoever  thought  up 
he  idea  of  the  President  going  to  Ru¬ 
mania  should  be  identified  and  promoted. 


It  was  an  excellent  gesture.  It  gives 
America  the  initiative  for  the  first  time 
in  many  years. 

For  years  it  has  been  the  United  States 
that  always  had  to  react  to  Soviet  initia¬ 
tive.  But  the  picture  has  changed  with 
President  Nixon’s  bold  trip  to  Rumania. 
Now  it  is  the  Soviets  who  have  to  react 
and  their  frenzied  statements  disclose 
they  had  not  anticipated  President 
Nixon’s  triumph  in  capturing  the  hearts 
of  the  Rumanian  people. 

Mr.  Nixon’s  trip  once  and  for  all  puts 
to  rest  .the  saying  of  those  who  would 
have  you  believe  American  prestige  is 
suffering  around  the  world.  The  Presi¬ 
dent’s  enthusiastic  reception  wherever 
he  went  clearly  shows  how  much  we  are 
respected  and  admired.  Let  those  who 
would  sell  American  prestige  short  just 
look  at  the  President’s  tremendously  suc¬ 
cessful  journey. 

PROFESSIONAL  BASEBALL  SHOULD 
^CT  TO  ELIMINATE  DISCRIMINA- 
ION  AGAINST  WOMEN  UMPIRES 

AND  COMPLY  WITH  FEDERAL 

LA\ 

(Mr.  STRATTON  asked  and  was  giy€n 
permissioV  to  address  the  House  fOr  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extepra  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  STRATTON.  As  the  Member  who 
has  the  privilege  of  representing  Coop- 
erstown,  the  home  of  the  Baseball  Hall 
of  Fame,  I  am  worried  th*£t  all  the  good 
work  that  Bowie  Kuhn  has  been  doing  to 
improve  the  image  oryfrofessional  base¬ 
ball  could  be  destroyed  by  the  short¬ 
sighted  efforts  of  one  p\il  Piton  of  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  president  of  the  National 
Association  of  Baseball  Umpires,  who  is 
apparently  tmng  to  ignork  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  0/1964,  prohibiting^discrimi- 
nation  on  tyle  basis  of  sex  . 

Mrs.  Bafnice  Gera,  of  New  Yof<k  City, 
was  signed  up  recently  by  the  New\York 
Pennsylvania  League  as  the  first  "iady 
umpire  in  professional  baseball  and 
hajx  been  scheduled  to  umpire  her  fm 
»me  in  my  congressional  district  at  Au-'' 
iurn  last  Friday  night. 

The  community  had  planned  a  big  cel¬ 
ebration,  and  were  expecting  a  record 
turnout  crowd  of  some  3,200.  Then  Mr. 
Piton  lowered  the  boom  and  Mrs.  Gera’s 
contract  was  invalidated  by  the  umpire 
organization. 

The  crowd  that  finally  turned  out  on 
Friday  was  572  instead  of  3,200. 

Mr.  Speaker,  some  concern  has  been 
expressed  about  the  fiscal  future  of  the 
minor  leagues.  Certainly  if  Mr.  Piton  is 
going  to  run  things,  then  minor  league 
attendance  may  indeed  be  in  trouble. 

I  have  wired  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Fair  Employment 
Practices  Commission  urging  them  to 
investigate  this  action,  which  is  clearly 
in  violation  of  section  703  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  of  1964  and  insist  on  the  full 
compliance  from  the  professional  base¬ 
ball  umpires’  organization. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  Consent  Cal¬ 
endar  day.  The  Clerk  will  call  the  first 
bill  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 


DESIGNATING  THE  VENT  ANA  WILD¬ 
ERNESS,  LOS  PADRES  NATIONAL 
FOREST,  CALIF. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.R.  3687) 
to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los 
Padres  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of 
California. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  it  is  my  understanding 
that  this  bill  is  substantially  identical 
to  the  bill  S.  714  which,  I  believe,  passed 
that  body  on  March  26. 

After  careful  review  as  one  of  the  ob¬ 
jectors,  I  see  nothing  in  the  bill  H.R. 
3687  that  will  not  be  beneficial  to  the 
Nation,  to  those  who  use  our  wilderness 
areas,  and  indeed  it  simply  transfers 
some  acreage  of  the  Ventana  Primitive 
Area  and  adjoining  national  forest  land 
in  the  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  Calif., 
which  will  have  no  effect  on  the  Forest 
Service’s  ability  to  maintain  park  pro¬ 
tection  to  a  national  wilderness  area  for 
preservation  proposes.  Therefore,  it  is  in 
,line  with  the  consensus  of  Congress. 
There  is  no  additional  cost. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  gentleman,  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  what  is  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  “being  identical”  with  the  Senate- 
passed  bill  and  “substantially  the  same 
as”? 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  there  are  two  minor 
differences,  and  this  is  the  reason  I  plan 
to  ask  that  the  Senate  bill  provisions 
be  stricken  and  the  House  provisions  in¬ 
serted  in  lieu  thereof.  One  difference  has 
to  do  with  the  acreage,  which  is  95,000 
in  the  Senate  bill  and  is  98,000  in  the 
House  bill.  The  other  difference  has  to 
do  with  the  date  of  the  legislation  and 
in  reference  to  the  map  referred  to  in 
the  provisions.  Those  are  the  only  dif¬ 
ferences. 

Mr.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  sny  reserva¬ 
tion  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

H.R.  3687 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled.  That,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  subsection  3(b)  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat.  891), 
the  area  classified  as  the  Ventana  Primitive 
Area,  with  the  proposed  additions  thereto 
and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally  de¬ 
picted  on  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness — Proposed,”  dated  August  15,  1967, 

which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby 
designated  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness  within 
and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
comprising  an  area  of  approximately  ninety- 
five  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  os  practicable  after  this  Act 
takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of  the  Agriculture 
shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  description  of  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United 
States  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  such  description  shall  have  the 
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same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this 
Act:  Provided,  however,  That  correction  of 
clerical  and  typographical  errors  in  such  legal 
description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be 
administered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated 
by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that 
any  reference  in  such  provisions  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments  : 

On  page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  “August  15, 
1967,”  and  insert  “March  14,  1969,”. 

On  page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  “ninety-five” 
and  insert  “ninety-eight”. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  a  similar  Senate  bill 
(S.  714),  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wil¬ 
derness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in 
the  State  of  California. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Senate 
bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Colo¬ 
rado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

S.  714 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled.  That,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  subsection  3(b)  of  the  Wil¬ 
derness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78  Stat. 
891),  the  area  classified  as  the  Ventana 
Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed  additions 
thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally 
depicted  on  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wil¬ 
derness — Proposed”,  dated  March  14,  1969, 
which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby 
designated  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness  within 
and  as  a  part  of  Los  Padres  National  Forest, 
comprising  an  area  of  approximately  ninety- 
five  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act 
takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  description  of 
the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the  United 
States  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  such  description  shall  have  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in  this 
Act:  Provided,  however.  That  correction  of 
clerical  and  typographical  errors  in  such  le¬ 
gal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be 
administered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated 
by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that 
any  reference  in  such  provisions  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 

AMENDMENT  OFFERED  BY  MR.  ASPINALL 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Aspinall: 
Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  of 


S.  714  and  insert  the  provisions  of  H.R.  3687, 
as  passed,  as  follows :  . 

“That,  in  accordance  with  subsection  3(b) 
of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964 
(78  Stat.  891),  the  area  classified  as  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed 
additions  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom, 
as  generally  depicted  on  a  map  entitled 
‘Ventana  Wilderness — Proposed,’  dated 
March  14,  1969,  which  is  on  file  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Chief,  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  is  hereby  designated  as  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los 
Padres  National  Forest,  comprising  an  area 
of  approximately  ninety-eight  thousand 
acres. 

“Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this 
Act  takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  In¬ 
terior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  the  ilouse  of 
Representatives,  and  such  description  shall 
have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included 
in  this  Act:  Provided,  however,  That  correc¬ 
tion  of  clercial  and  typographical  errors  in 
such  legal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

“Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be 
administered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Wilderness  Act  governing  areas  designated 
Ngy  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that 
any  reference  in  such  provisions  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  Act. 

“Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area  is  hereby  abolished.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  ASPINALL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  H.R. 
3687,  as  amended  and  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af¬ 
fairs,  would  designate  approximately 
98,000  acres  of  Forest  Service  land  lo¬ 
cated  in  Monterey  County,  Calif.,  as 
wilderness.  This  land  would  then  be  ad¬ 
ministered  in  accordance  with  the  Wil¬ 
derness  Act  of  1964  and  would  be  pre¬ 
served  in  its  unaltered  wilderness  con¬ 
dition  for  the  enjoyment  of  present  and 
future  generations. 

The  designation  of  an  area  as  wilder¬ 
ness  precludes  practically  all  commer¬ 
cialization.  It  precludes  the  construction 
of  roads,  buildings,  or  other  structures, 
and  generally  prohibits  the  use  of  mo¬ 
torized  vehicles  or  equipment.  Other 
activities  such  as  hunting,  fishing,  camp¬ 
ing,  and  hiking  are  encouraged,  but  the 
facilities  provided  for  these  activities 
must  be  in  keeping  with  the  primitive 
and  unaltered  characteristics  of  a  wil¬ 
derness.  Trails  are  simple;  campsites  are 
without  tables  or  benches  or  the  cus¬ 
tomary  sanitary  facilities.  In  summary, 
a  wilderness  area  is  set  aside  and  pre¬ 
served  in  such  a  manner  that  it  will  show 
a  minimum  influence  or  impact  of  man. 

The  proposed  Ventana  wilderness  is 
located  120  miles  south  of  San  Francisco 
and  36  miles  south  of  Monterey.  Due  to 
its  proximity  to  the  large  population 
centers  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay-San 
Jose  area,  it  is  easily  accessible  for  week¬ 
end  or  short  duration  wilderness  trips 
from  these  centers.  Also,  because  of  its 
relatively  low  elevation,  it  is  accessible 
and  usable  in  wintertime  when  higher 
wilderness  areas  are  snowbound. 

The  area  contains  headwaters  of  the 


Carmel,  the  Arroyo  Seco,  the  Little  Sur 
and  the  north  and  south  forks  of  the 
Big  Sur  River.  The  mountain  scenery  is 
superb  and  is  typical  of  the  Santa  Lucia 
mountains  and  the  coast  range  of  which 
it  is  a  part. 

The  designation  of  this  area  as  wilder¬ 
ness  will  not  have  any  foreseeable  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  either  the  local  or  na¬ 
tional  economy.  The  watersheds,  which 
are  substantial,  will  continue  their  water 
yield.  Timber  resources  are  classified  as 
noncommercial;  mineral  values  are  not 
significant,  and  there  is  no  commercial 
grazing  of  livestock  within  the  area.  The 
nine  parcels  of  private  land,  comprising 
2,510  acres,  will  be  acquired  whenever 
possible. 

From  testimony  presented  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  it  became  evident  the  addition  of 
approximately  3,000  acres  along  the 
easterly  boundary  of  the  area  was  justi¬ 
fied.  This  tract,  known  as  the  Willow 
Creek  area,  is  entirely  undeveloped  and 
has  all  the  characteristics  of  true  wilder¬ 
ness.  For  this  reason,  its  inclusion  is 
recommended.  At  committee  hearings, 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  testified 
it  had  no  objection  to  this  addition. 

There  were  no  objections  to  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  this  area  as  wilderness  during 
our  committee  hearings,  and  I  know  of 
none  that  have  been  raised  since. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  recommend  that  the 
House  act  favorably  on  H.R.  3687,  as 
amended. 

(Mr.  KYL  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  KYL.  Mr.  Speaker,  H.R.  3687  des¬ 
ignates  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area  in 
the  Los  Padres  National  Forest  and  con¬ 
tiguous  lands  in  the  State  of  California 
as  the  Ventana  Wilderness. 

The  bill  designates  98,000  acres  to  be 
administered  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness 
under  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  proposed  Ventana  Wilderness  lies 
on  both  sides  of  the  Santa  Lucia  Moun¬ 
tains  in  Monterey  County,  Calif.,  approx¬ 
imately  120  miles  south  of  San  Francisco 
and  36  miles  south  of  Monterey. 

The  area  contains  the  headwaters  of 
the  Carmel,  the  Arroyo  Seco,  the  Little 
Sur,  and  the  Big  Sur  Rivers.  Elevations 
range  from  1,200  feet  to  4,800  feet.  It 
contains  superb  mountain  scenery, 
basinlike  valleys,  unusual  species  of  trees 
and  wild  animals.  The  area  is  used  by 
hikers,  horsemen,  and  campers,  and  for 
fishing  and  hunting. 

Some  of  the  unique  features  of  the 
proposed  wilderness  is  the  variety  of  veg¬ 
etation  in  the  area  and  not  commonly 
found  in  other  wilderness  areas  such  as 
the  Santa  Lucia  fir  and  popular  coast 
redwood.  It  is  also  the  habitat  of  the 
wild  boar  and  other  wildlife. 

The  water  resources  of  the  area  are 
significant  but  remain  unchanged  under 
wilderness  management.  Timber  re¬ 
sources  are  noncommercial  because  of 
inaccessibility.  The  area  has  no  com¬ 
mercially  significant  mineral  deposits. 

Both  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
and  the  Department  of  Agriculture  rec¬ 
ommend  the  area  as  having  outstanding 
Wilderness  qualities. 
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The  Senate  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

A  similar  House  bill  (H.R.  3687)  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  This  concludes  the 
call  dt  the  Consent  Calendar. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  pres¬ 
ent.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  quorum  is 
not  present.  \ 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker, \I  move  a 
call  of  the  House.  \ 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  ana.  the 


following  Members  failed 
their  names : 

[Roll  No.  134] 

to  answe\  t 

Adams 

Frelinighuysen 

Pepper 

Arends 

Fulton,  Tenn. 

Pickle 

Ashbrook 

Gallagher 

Powell 

Ashley 

Gettys 

Rarick 

Baring 

Giaimo 

Rooney,  Pa. 

Barrett 

Gray 

Rosenthal 

Berry 

Gubser 

Ruppe 

Blanton 

Hagan 

Sandman 

Brown,  Calif. 

Halpern 

Saylor 

Cahill 

Hathaway 

Scheuer 

Carey 

Hebert 

Skubitz 

Celler 

Heckler,  Mass. 

Staggers 

Chisholm 

Ichord 

Stephens 

Clark 

Kirwan 

Stuckey 

Clay 

Lennon 

Taft 

Conte 

Lipscomb 

Teague,  Calif. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Lowenstein 

Tunney 

Dent 

Mailliard 

Utt 

Diggs 

Mikva 

Vander  Jagt 

Edwards,  Calif. 

Minshall 

Whalley 

Fascell 

Fish 

Fraser 

Moorhead 
Murphy,  N.Y. 
Ottinger 

Wyatt 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  367 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


THE  PRESIDENT’S  TRIP  ABROAD 

(Mr.  MORSE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  returned  last  night  from  a  trip/ 
which  I  believe  will  increasingly  be 
viewed  as  an  important  turning  poiirr  in 
the  formulation  of  American  foreign 
policy,  especially  as  it  regards  Asia  and 
Eastern  Europe.  / 

President  Nixon’s  statements/hrough- 
out  his  Asian  tour — in  the  Philippines, 
Indonesia,  South  Vietnam, /India,  Thai¬ 
land,  Pakistan — indicate/  a  departure 
from  much  of  the  rhetoric  which  has 
dominated  Americaiy'  thinking  and 
American  foreign  ndlicy  since  World 
War  n.  He  demonstrated  his  understand¬ 
ing  that  a  chang i/g  world  environment 
demands  the  abandonment  of  many  of 
the  preoccupations  which  have  charac¬ 
terized  this  country’s  posture  in  Asia  in 
the  past.  Irr  his  enunciation  of  a  new 
attitude  toward  a  future  U.S.  role  in 
Asia,  he/nas  introduced  a  new  flexibil¬ 
ity — a  flexibility  that  is  essential  if  we 
are  ter  avoid  other  Vietnams. 

As  the  first  American  head  of  state 
to/visit  a  Communist  nation  in  over  two 
decades,  the  President’s  reception  in  Ru¬ 


mania  was  overwhelming.  The  reaction 
of  both  officials  and  the  population  at 
large  indicates  their  willingness  to  enter 
into  more  friendly  and  more  fruitful  re¬ 
lations  with  the  United  States.  The  two 
countries  pledged  to  look  for  new  ways 
of  increasing  economic  exchanges  be¬ 
tween  them.  Coupled  with  the  recent 
small  steps  taken  toward  easing  U.S.  re¬ 
lations  with  China,  I  am  hopeful  that 
this  signals  a  new  departure  in  American 
foreign  policy — a  departure  from  the 
rhetoric  of  the  cold  war  which  has  lost 
much  of  its  relevance. 

I  congratulate  the  President  on  a  suc¬ 
cessful  trip  and  join  with  my  colleagues 
in  welcoming  him  home. 


PRESIDENT  NIXON  SEIZES  THE 
INITIATIVE  WITH  COMMUNIST 
BLOCK 

(Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
vfor  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Xlr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
President  Nixon  has  returned  from  a  12- 
day  rennd-the-world  tour  that  will  stand/ 
as  a  landmark  in  America’s  efforts  to 
seize  thesinitiative  in  the  quest  for  pe/ce 
and  friendly  relations  between  /this 
Nation  anck  countries  behind  th/  Iron 
Curtain.  \  / 

Certainly  the  highlight  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  trip  was\his  stop  in  .Communist 
Rumania,  where  an  outpouring  of  friend¬ 
liness  and  enthusiasm  froin  an  estimated 
900,000  of  the  citizens /of  that  nation 
proved  that  differing/political  systems 
need  not  stand  in  thgway  of  the  deeper 
feelings  and  beliefs  that  the  common 
goal  of  man  should  be  pea^e  and  friend¬ 
ship.  /  \ 

Too  often  in'  the  past  we  have  waited 
for  the  Comnmnists  to  take  theNirst  step, 
apparently/xhinking  that  American  ini¬ 
tiative  would  be  looked  upon  as  sm  at¬ 
tempt  o/xhe  United  States  to  subvert  the 
ties  that  bind  the  Communist  commu¬ 
nity /we  have  been  timid  about  what  the 
Russian  reaction  would  be  to  U.S.  over\ 
tures  to  seeking  partnership  with  the' 
^Soviets  for  improved  relationships.  i 
Often  while  we  have  waited  for  the 
proper  time  or  the  right  conditions  •  to 
move  positively  forward  in  this  diplo¬ 
matic  area,  small  adversities  have  closed 
the  door  to  progress,  and  we  have  had  to 
start  over. 

In  considering  whether  or  not  he 
should  have  visited  Rumania  during  his 
latest  trip,  President  Nixon  could  have 
allowed  these  conditions  and  some  oppo¬ 
sition  from  domestic  pundits  to  stand  in 
his  way. 

Instead,  he  seized  the  initiative  in 
seeking  a  better  understanding  between 
the  people  of  America  and  Rumania  and 
received  the  most  memorable  reception 
he  has  gotten  in  visits  to  60  nations  dur¬ 
ing  his  travels  to  all  parts  of  the  world. 

We  will  have  to  wait  to  see  what  we 
have  gained  by  the  President’s  visit  to 
Rumania.  It  is  better  that  the  President 
has  taken  the  step  that  can  lead  to  an 
improved  understanding  and  better  rela¬ 
tions  in  our  quest  for  peace  than  to  have 
missed  the  opportunity  to  extend  th» 
hand  of  friendship. 


PRESIDENT  NIXON  BRINGS  RE¬ 
NEWED  HOPES  FOR  PEACE  IN  OUR 

TIMES  / 

(Mr.  BLACKBURN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  EWuse 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  )  / 

Mr.  BLACKBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  last 
night  President  Nixon  came  hack  to  the 
United  States  bringing  wijm  him  re¬ 
newed  hopes  for  peace  in  oar  times. 

It  is  seldom  that  an  American  Presi¬ 
dent  traveling  abroad  has  returned  with 
such  impressive  results. 

It  is  seldom  that /any  statesman  has 
so  honestly  faced  up  to  the  foreign  policy 
problems  of  our  limes. 

It  is  seldom  than  an  American  Presi¬ 
dent  has  stated  so  well  and  succinctly 
the  aims  of  /ne  United  States  in  today’s 
world.  / 

Mr.  Speaker,  without  question  the  peo¬ 
ples  of  line  entire  United  States  and  most 
of  the  world,  regardless  of  differing 
philosophies  of  government,  were 
cheered  by  the  President’s  word  that — 
Tne  United  States  wants  to  bring  peace  to 
/he  world,  and  we  want  to  work  with  others 
to  maintain  peace  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge  my  colleagues  in 
both  Houses  and  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  to  join  wholeheartedly  with  the 
President  in  working  toward  those  goals. 


WELCOME  HOME,  MR.  PRESIDENT 

(Mrs.  MAY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  her 
remarks.) 

Mrs.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  trip  has  been  of  unquestionable 
value  diplomatically.  The  leaders  of  the 
visited  nations  must  now  have  a  clearer 
understanding  of  American  attitudes 
and  directions.  Mr.  President,  your  trip 
has  served  perhaps  a  larger  purpose  in 
its  effects  on  the  people  of  those  coun¬ 
tries,  particularly  the  people  of  Com¬ 
munist  Rumania. 

You  have  given  these  Iron  Curtain 
people  the  chance  to  get  rid  of  the 
/■bogeyman.”  Whatever  the  image  of  the 
'United  States  held  by  these  people,  your 
presence,  Mr.  President,  has  let  them 
know  that  behind  the  “horrible  image 
theyVometimes  get  of  America  are  peo¬ 
ple.  Pftople  who  are  in  many  ways  just 
like  thete. 

Separated  by  distance,  language,  cus¬ 
toms,  and\deology,  it  is  often  easy  to 
forget  that  nations  are  made  up  of  peo¬ 
ple,  and  thaKpeople  everywhere  share 
dreams  and  hopes  and  aspirations.  When 
two  Americans  Stepped  onto  the  moon 
2  weeks  ago,  the\brotherhood  of  man 
in  that  instant  becanae  highly  visible.  Mr. 
President,  the  warmth  and  interest  you 
conveyed  to  the  peoples  you  visited  un¬ 
derlined  this  “spirit  of  Anollo.” 

The  Eagle  placed  the  oteve  branch  on 
the  moon’s  surface.  Mr.  Ftesident,  you 
have  carried  it  to  the  rest  onrihe  world. 
Welcome  home,  and  thank  you. 


THE  PRESIDENT’S  TRIP  BRINGS 
WORLD  CLOSE  TO  PEACE\ 
(Mr.  McCLURE  asked  and  was  giv&n 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  P 


SENATE 


i.  WILDERNESS.  Concurred  in  House  amendment  to  S,  714,  to  designate'  Liu-  Veil  Lana 
Wilderness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  Calif.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent 
to  the  President.  p.  S9233 


2.  OLDER  AMERICANS.  The  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments  H.  R.  11235,  to  extend  the  duration  of  the  grant  programs  of  the  Older 
Americans  Act;  to  authorize  a  national  older  Americans  volunteer  program;  to 
■ovide  assistance  to  strengthen  State  agencies  on  aging  and  community  pro-,, 
je\^.s;  and  to  authorize  areawide  model  projects  (S.  Rept.  91-240).  p.  S9>^1 


3.  DlSASTERsRELIEF .  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  6508,  the  Calif,  disaster 
relief  bM  1 .  House  conferees  have  been  appointed.  p.  S9233 


APPALACHIA.  Sen.  Dole  was  designated  as  a  Senate  conferee,  in  Pp£u  of  Sen, 
Packwood,  on  S\^1072,  to  authorize  funds  for  Appalachian  regional  development, 
p.  S9233 


5.  PERSONNEL  CEILING.  Si}^.  Williams,  Del.,  stated  that  witjrin  30  days  after  the  re¬ 
peal  of  controls  over  Federal  employment  "employment  was  back  to  its  second 
highest  level,"  and  inserted  a  table  showing  increases  during  the  month  of  June, 
pp.  S9 100-1 


6.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  Received  a  CalifV  Legislature  resolution  asking  Congress  to  "make 
an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  cf  allowing^ the  U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
to  make  an  immediate  study  of  the  f  esnthi  1  Parea  between  the  Kings  River  and  the 
San  Joaquin  River,  which  study  will  irv^pude  the  need  for  flood  control  projects." 


7.  RECREATION.  Sen.  Yarborough  inserted^a  resolution  in  support  of  the  establishment 
of  the  Big  Thicket  National  Park./p.  S9157 


8.  HUNGER.  Sen.  Yarborough  inserted  a  Progressive  Farmer  magazine  article,  "All- 
Out  Effort  Under  Way  To  Banpsh  Hunger  and  Malnutrition."  pp.  S9160-61 


BUDGET.  Sen.  Proxmire  stated  the  planning- programming-'budgeting  system  being 
developed  by  the  executive  branch  has  "enormous  potentials  for  improving  the 
allocation  of  Government  expenditures  and  encouraging  efficiency  in  Government." 
He  inserted  an  exuerpt  from  a  GAO  report  on  the  PPB  system,  ^pp.  S9187-92 

Sen.  Yarborough  stated  that  "news  of  a  $3.1  billion  budget  surplus  coincides 
with  complaints . .. from  school  districts  about  the  belated  payment^  of  education 
funds.  p.  Jp9163 

Sen.  Proxmire  stated  that  the  minimum  rate  designated  in  the  Budget  Bureau 
circular' to  all  executive  agencies  requiring  consistent  and  improved  drscounting 
procedures  "is  too  low,"  and  that  he  is  encouraged  to  learn  from  Director\Mayo 
that/the  Bureau  "is  requesting  the  use  of  higher  rates  of  interest  in  the 


evaluation  of  activities  other  than  those  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Water' 


Resources  Council."  pp.  S9167-68 
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Snrtsll  business . lb*' 

TaxaHon . 11,13,17,26 

Water  resources . 9 

Wi  IdernesS . 1 


HIGHy/GHTS:  Senate  agreed  to  House  amendment  to  Ventana,  Calif,  wi ldernessN?i  1 1 . 

Hou/e  Rules  Committee  cleared  tax  reform  bill.  Reps.  Obey  and  Mikva  introduce 
apra  discussed  bill  to  transfer  DDT  program  to  Interior  Dept. 
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ruler, \has  bypassed  our  normal  diplomatic 
channel?  and  has  even  chosen  a  sympathetic 
represent”  this  nation  in  the  re¬ 
lease  of  three  POWs. 

In  ’67,  a  Character  named  Thomas  E.  Hay¬ 
den  was  one  of  seven  Americans  who  collabo¬ 
rated  with  thW  Reds  in  effecting  release  of 
three  U.S.  soldiers  imprisoned  by  the  Viet 
Cong.  And  currently,  David  Tyre  Dellinger, 
53 -year-old  ex- jailbird  and  self-styled  “paci¬ 
fist,”  has  been  choseta  by  Ho  Chi  Minh  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  return  of  tVo  Air  Force  pilots  and 
a  Navy  man  takerty  prisoner  by  the 
Communists. 

Using  GIs  as  pawns,  the  North  Vietnam 
Red  leader  has  dignified  tne  anti-war  rant- 
ings  of  Dellinger  and  given  his  National  Mo¬ 
bilization  Committee  to  EndVthe  Vietnam 
War  an  undeserved  plug.  There'can  be  little 
doubt  that  government  officials  Vould  even 
consort  with  the  devil  to  aid  theNrelease  of 
American  POWs.  But  the  Hanoi  Communists 
have  set  up  a  pattern  that  ridicules  our 
established  diplomatic  methods  of  handling 
POW  cases  under  international  treatiesN 

We  have  opened  the  door  for  the  Comnuha- 
ists  to  retrurn  our  men  in  dribbles  at  ther 
convenience  under  the  supervision  of  U.S.' 
radicals  on  intimate  footing  with  the  Red  en¬ 
emy.  The  North  Vietnamese  and  Viet  Cong 
have  captured  345  American  service  men 
(known  POWs) ,  and  may  hold  an  undeter¬ 
mined  number  of  980  others  officially  listed 
as  missing. 

The  United  States,  South  Vietnam  and 
allies  hold  25,000  Communist  prisoners,  well 
treated  under  terms  of  the  Geneva  POW 
conventions. 

A  peek  into  the  backgrounds  of  Hayden 
and  Dellinger  doesn’t  enhance  their  qualifi¬ 
cations  to  act  as  American  emissaries  in  free¬ 
ing  gallant  GIs.  Hayden,  30,  was  born  in  De¬ 
troit,  graduating  from  the  University  of  Mi¬ 
chigan  and  took  part  in  the  “rights”  move¬ 
ment  in  Georgia  and  Mississippi.  In  ’62,  he 
became  a  prime  organizer  of  the  Students  for 
a  Democratic  Society  (later  its  president)  and 
the  principal  author  of  the  SDS  “Port  Huron 
Statement.” 

Hayden's  affinity  for  Red-tinged  radicals 
and  his  tirades  against  the  “sinking  and 
decaying”  American  social  structure  landed 
him  in  Moscow,  Prague,  Peking  and  Hanoi  in 
the  mid-’60s.  With  Dellinger,  he  was  with  40 
other  Americans  who  held  a  week-long  con¬ 
ference  with  Viet  Communists  in  September 
1967.  He  met  with  his  Red  buddies  in  Ha- 
vanna  and  Paris.  The  theme:  Condemnation 
of  the  U.S. — "the  worldwide  imperialist 
aggressor.” 

Hayden  was  arrested  during  the  disgrace/ 
ful  Columbia  University  riot  and 
grabbed  (like  Dellinger)  by  Chicago  cop/  at 
the  Democratic  National  Convention/  last 
August. 

It  took  a  fast  series  of  court  actibns  and 
State  Department  encouragement/to  permit 
Dellinger  to  travel  to  Paris  on/his  “Good 
Samaritan”  mission  to  help  our  POWs.  Del¬ 
linger  is  under  federal  indictment  for  his 
part  in  the  Democratic  convention  melee, 
which  normally  bars  a  dependant  from  leav¬ 
ing  his  home  district. 

And  like  Hayden,  h/s  a  veteran  rabble- 
rouser  on  the  “peace/  and  radical  circuits. 
A  native  of  Massachusetts,  Dellinger  gradu¬ 
ated  from  Yale  ill  ’36,  tried  a  year  in  the 
divinity  school  and  then  took  off  on  more 
exciting  trends/  In  1940,  his  refusal  to  reg¬ 
ister  for  the  /raft  led  to  his  conviction  and 
prison  sentence.  In  ’43,  he  was  denied  con¬ 
scientious/objector  status,  and  drew  another 
prison  t/rm  upon  conviction  of  a  draft  vio- 
lationyln  quick  sequence,  he  visited  Hanoi, 
Moscow,  Bratislava,  Paris,  Prague  and  Havana 
In  the  ’60s  for  conferences  with  the  Commu- 
■t  enemy. 

And  in  July,  1968,  Dellinger  urged  listeners 
'at  San  Diego  State  College: 


“Bum  your  draft  cards,  resist  the  draft, 
violate  the  law,  go  to  Jail,  disrupt  the  U.S. 
government  in  any  way  you  can  to  stop  this 
insane  war.” 

Riohard  Homan,  national  commander  of 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  blasted  Ho  Chi 
Mirth’s  “meddling  and  peddling”  in  U.S. 
affairs  and  our  government’s  “regrettable” 
nod  to  Dellinger  as  our  envoy  in  the  POW 
matter.  Most  Americans  agree  with  his 
vehement  protest.  Our  heroes  deserve  better 
“representation.” 

Mr.  MURPHY.  Mr.  President,  it  would 
seem  without  doubt  that  Hanoi  once 
again  has  demonstrated  a  complete  dis¬ 
regard  for  all  humanitarian  rules  with 
regard  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners  and 
is  now  using  the  releases  for  propaganda 
purposes  again. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  com¬ 
mend  my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia,  for  his  remarks  about  the  pris¬ 
oners  of  war  and  their  families.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  is  correct  in  saying  that  we  become 
so  concerned  about  all  of  the  aspects  of 
the  war  in  Vietnam  that  we  tend  to  for¬ 
get  those  men  who  have  been  captured 
and  are  prisoners  of  war.  We  tend  to  for- 
gefvtheir  families. 

I  Know  the  efforts  that  have  been  made 
by  oukGovemment  and  by  the  Interna¬ 
tional  lied  Cross  to  reach  these  prison¬ 
ers  of  wkf.  I  know  that  they  haye  been 
rebuffed. 

I  noted  a\few  days  ago  in  efne  of  the 
newspapers— N  believe  it  waVm  the  New 
York  Times — a,  story  concerning  an  or¬ 
ganization  composed  of /wives  of  pris¬ 
oners  of  war  in  Vietnaoi.  The  organiza¬ 
tion  tried  to  secure  information  about 
their  husbands  and  M  have  better  treat¬ 
ment  and  better  si/ter^ince  provided  for 
them. 

I  compliment/the  Senator  on  the  very 
humane  purp/se  expressetrsjn  his  speech 
today. 

Mr.  MURPHY.  I  thank  hay  distin¬ 
guished  friend,  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky, /or  his  complimentary  remarks. 


Mr.  Young  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Eagleton,  Mr 
Gravel,  Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Dole,  an 
Mr.  Gurney  conferees  on  the  part  of  t 
Senate. 


CHANGE  OF  CONFERE 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  VirginiayMr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  on  behalf  of  the  senibr  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  (Mr.  ^Randolph)  I 
wish  to  state  that  the  Senate  conferees 
on  S.  1072  were  named  on  July  17,  1969. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kansas  (Mr.  Dole)  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  Senate  obnferee  in  lieu  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  Packwood). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  iy so  ordered. 


CRTAIN  ASSISTANCE  TO  TI 
STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Pres^. 
ident,  at  the  request  of  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  (Mr.  Ran¬ 
dolph),  I  ask  the  Chair  to  lay  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  on  H.R.  6508. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R.  6508)  to  provide 
assistance  to  the  State  of  California  for 
the  reconstruction  of  areas  damaged  by 
recent  storms,  floods,  and  high  waters, 
and  requesting  a  conference  with  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  On  behalf 
of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  (Mr. 
Randolph)  ,  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist 
upon  its  amendment  and  agree  to  the 
request  of  the  House  for  a  conference, 
and  that  the  Chair  be  authorized  to  ap¬ 
point  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  ther 
Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Bayh, 


DESIGNATION  OF  VENTANA  WIL¬ 
DERNESS,  LOS  PADRES  NATIONAL 
FOREST,  CALIF. 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  ask  the  Chair  to  lay  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
'Representatives  on  S.  714. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
714)  to  designate  the  Ventana  Wilder¬ 
ness,  Los  Padres  National  Forest,  in  the 
State  of  California  which  was  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and 
insert: 

That,  in  accordance  with  subsections  3(b) 
of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964 
(78  Stat.  891),  the  area  classified  as  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the  proposed 
additions  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom, 
as  generally  depicted  on  a  map  entitled 
“Ventana  Wilderness — Proposed,”  dated 
March  14,  1969,  which  is  on  file  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Chief,  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  is  hereby  designated  as  the  Ventana 
Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of  Los  Pad¬ 
res  National  Forest,  comprising  an  area  of 
approximately  ninety-eight  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this 
Act  takes  effect,  the  Secretary  of  the  Agri¬ 
culture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  In¬ 
terior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committees  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  such  description  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in 
this  Act:  Provided,  however,  That  correction 
of  clerical  and  typographical  errors  in  such 
legal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be 
administered  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wil¬ 
derness  Act  governing  areas  designated  by 
that  Act  as  wilderness  areas,  except  that  any 
reference  in  such  provisions  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  Wilderness  Act  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the 
Ventana  Primitive  Area  is  hereby  abolished. 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  have  been  asked  to  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House,  and  I  so  move. 

Tire  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  motion  is  agreed  to. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  BYRD  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
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■  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  cairtiie  roll . 

The  assistant^  legislative  clerk  pro¬ 
ceeded  to  call  the’ 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr>Rm;ident,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the-,.order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Withot 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


RECESS  UNTIL  11  A.M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  in 
cordance  with  the  order  entered,  -yester¬ 
day  I  move  that  the  SepateT  stand  in 
recess  until  11  a.m.  tomorrow. 

The  motion, was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o’clock  antf'2  minutes  p.m.)  the  Senate 
topk-aTrecess  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
^'August  6, 1969,  at  11  a.m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  5,  1969: 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

Robert  Strausz-Hupe  of  Pennsylvania, 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo¬ 
tentiary  of  tile  United  States  o^Arfferica  to 
Jhe  Kingdom  of  Morocco. 

larles  T.  Cross.  of^j@fCTifornia,  a  Foreign 
ServicfeMifficer  of^&irCss  1,  to  be  Ambassador 
ExtraordimjsjK'and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
UnitecU-Sfates  ofSAmerica  to  the  Republic  of 
*apore. 

U.S.  Mars 

James  T.  Lunsford,  of  Alabarita^to  be  U.S. 
Marshal  for  the  middle  district  of'ajajiama 
for  the  term  of  4  years,  vice  William' 
Parker,  Jr. 

Marvin  G.  Washington,  of  Michigan,  to  be 
U.S.  marshal  "for  the  western  district  of 
Michigan  for  the  term  of  4  years,  vice  Floyd 
Stevens. 


Marshall  F.  Rousseamot-Texas,  to  be  U.S. 
marshal  for  the  soyjhrgrn  district  of  Texas 
for  the  term  opk-years,  vice  Marion  M.  Hale. 

Charigs-STGuy,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  U.S. 
nmjslrSl for  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  for  the  term  of  4  years,  vice  James  F. 
Delaney. 

In  the  Marine  Corps 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  the  temporary  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  brigadier  general : 

Charles  S.  Robertson. 

Duane  L.  Faw. 

Mauro  J.  Padalino. 

Edward  S.  Fris. 

Frank  C.  Lang. 

Victor  A.  Armstrong. 

Thomas  H.  Miller.  Jr. 

^Robert  H.  Barrow. 

jert  L.  Beckington. 

LeonaftkjL  Fribourg. 

Robert  D. 

William  F.  DoehT 


Public  Law  91-58 
91st  Congress,  S.  714 
August  18,  1969 

3n  3lct 


To  designate  the  Ventana  Wilderness,  Los  I'adres  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of 

California. 

He  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Re  present  atives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That,  in  accordance 
with  subsection  3(b)  of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  September  3,  1964  (78 
Stat.  891),  the  area  classified  as  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area,  with  the 
proposed  additions  thereto  and  deletions  therefrom,  as  generally 
depicted  on  a  map  entitled  “Ventana  Wilderness — Proposed,"  dated 
‘‘larch  14,  1969,  which  is  on  file  and  available  for  public  inspection  in 
te  office  of  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  is 
areby  designated  as  the  Ventana  Wilderness  within  and  as  a  part  of 
bos  Padres  National  Forest,  comprising  an  area  of  approximately 
ninety-eight  thousand  acres. 

Sec.  2.  As  soon  as  practicable  after  this  Act  takes  effect,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Agriculture  shall  file  a  map  and  a  legal  description  of  the 
Ventana  Wilderness  with  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committees 
•f  the  United  States  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
such  description  shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  included  in 
this  Act:  Provided ,  however ,  That  correction  of  clerical  and  typo¬ 
graphical  errors  in  such  legal  description  and  map  may  be  made. 

Sec.  3.  The  Ventana  Wilderness  shall  be  administered  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Act  governing  areas  designated  by  that  Act  as  wilderness  areas, 
except  that  any  reference  in  such  provisions  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
Wilderness  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  The  previous  classification  of  the  Ventana  Primitive  Area 
is  hereby  abolished. 

Approved  August  18,  1969. 


» 


LEGISLATIVE  HISTORY: 

HOUSE  REPORT  No.  91-388  accompanying  H.R.  3687  (Comm,  on 
Interior  &  Insular  Affairs). 

SENATE  REPORT  No.  91-115  (Comm,  on  Interior  &  Insular  Affairs). 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD,  Vol.  115  (1969): 

Mar.  26:  Considered  and  passed  Senate. 

Aug.  4:  Considered  and  passed  House,  amended,  in  lieu  of 
H.R.  3687. 

Aug.  5:  Senate  concurred  in  House  amendment. 


83  STAT.  101 


Ventana 
Wilderness , 
Calif , 

Designation. 
16  USC  1132. 


Filing  of  map, 
etc. 


Administration, 


G  P  0  37-139 


. 


■ 


